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Hon. John Foster Dulles 
Secretary of State 
Washington 25, D. C. 

My dear Mr. Secretary: 



Much as I disagreed with both statements and conclusions 
of the 14 ministers who, on April 3rd, made public their letter to the Pres- 
ident charging you with an * 'irresponsible policy" of * 'wanton aggression," 
I was happy to see your March 21st call for "unity* 1 disregarded. 

Just last week the greatest statesman' of our age retired 
with just one tragic error in his record his rush to aid Stalin when 
Hitler attacked, June 23, 1941. At that time Senator Harry S. Truman 
was not considered an authority, yet he said (N. Y. Times, June 24, 1941): 

"If we see that Germany is winning we ought to help Russia 
and if Russia is winning we ought to help Germany and that 
way let them kill as many as possible, although I don't want 
to see Hitler victorious under any circumstances. Neither 
of them think anything of their pledged word." 

Had Churchill (or Roosevelt, or the Republicans) listened 
to Truman, you would not today face what you called "the needless predic- v 
aments and perils in which we find ourselves." Or had our Party followed 
what I wrote Herbert B'rownell before Quebec and Yalta and Potsdam -a^nd — 



Ik 



Moscow, surely Roosevelt and Truman could not have made all the errors 
they did at those sessions. 

So why not encourage the Democrats to be a real, vociferous 
Loyal Opposition, instead of calling for "Bipartisan Unity"? 
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-June 28, 19G 
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Hon. Herbert Brownell, Jr. 

25 Broadway 

New York 4, N. Y. 

Dear Herb: 



'ALL INFWAT! 
HEREIN IS 0 



It is my observation that there are very few citi- 
zens whose votes* can be changed by arguments based on domes- 
tic issues. All who will listen to common sense and reason 
are already anti-New Deal. The rest have closed their minds 
and ears and cannot be reached. 

However, the vast majority are completely at sea on 
foreign policy and are completely open to explanation and 
reason, as they have only the vaguest idea of what it is all 
about, how this war happened, how we stumbled into it and how 
to avoid stumbling into a bigger World War HI in another 
generation -- possibly almost before- World War IT r is: completely 
over . ■' * ' ' : • - • ■" ■ 1 ' : ' ■ "j '• ' ' •' ''■ : / " 

Bad as Roosevelt's domestic record is, his foreign 
record is worse. What saves him is that the Republican re- 
cord of the past few years is even worse. But Dewey 1 s re- 
cord is not and he is not bound by the record of Republicans 
who did not hold National policy making offices — the last 
Republican record binding him at all Is the record of the 
Harding, Coolidge, Hoover administrations . 

Before going to China in 1938, 1939 and 19^1, I was 
told by high State Department officials that the foreign 
policy of the U.S.A. was not made by the State Department 
and not by the President, but by public opinion. Not only 
is that conception unconstitutional, it was untrue, and in 
the final analysis it was disproven when the ultimate foreign 
policy decision --- the decision /of peace or war was made 
not by the State Department-the President-the Congress-or 
public opinion-but by Mr. Hirohito* " 



. Now in the 7th year of the war in China, the 5th year 
of the war in Europe and our 3rd year in the war, Roosevelt's 
only pronouncement ( 3' weeks ago.) is to reestablish the proven 
failure of the bankrupt League of Nations , practically without 
change. 

Meantime, he has by-passed his Secretary of State to 
sell out Poland, and maybe prance, and maybe China to the U,S.S 0R0 
These deals are not provable how but, may be before election. 
There Is circumstantial evidence now . (There may be leaks from 
China as to Wallace r s demands . }• 



Hon o Herbert Brownell, Jr 0 



June 28., 1944 



All this only deepens the confusion of the average man 0 
What is needed now is a clear statement of America's interest 
and then a clear policy to preserve that interest , 

Our fundamental interest is clear and 'simple. It is to 
prevent t he establishment of any super-stat e anywhere in th e 
world so b i g and p o werful tEat we w oul d always have to be 
armed to the teeth in fear of attac k by it c 

120 years ago President Monroe acted to prevent such a 
state from developing as our neighbor in this hemisphere <> — — - 
Today such a state anywhere in the world would be nearer to 
Washington than Mexico was in Monroe's time (in point of time) 0 
A Europe under one power, or an Asia under one power, or both 
under one' power , would be a threat so great that we could 
never return to the" normal ways of peace 0 

An extension of the Monroe Doctrine to the world is called 
fore The world is relatively smaller today than the Americas, 
were in Monroe's time, and we are bigger, relatively 0 Further- 
more, it is in the Republican tradit ion— the tradition that 
warned Spain in Monroe's time and penalized her for criminal- 
ity in McKinley^s; that proclaimed the Open Door policy in 
China in McKinley's time and aided in ending Russian aggression 
in Roosevelt's; that pledged the territorial integrity and in- 
dependence of China in 1922; and refused to countenance Japan- 
ese in Manchuria under Hoover 0 Furthermore, it would clarify 
and give substance to the foreign policy plank of the platform 
adopted in Chicago yesterday*, 

I have drawn it up roughly in the enclosed "Proclama- 
tion^ This could be greatly improved in many ways, particular- 
ly as I do not have the Monroe Doctrine here with me on my 
vacation This, however, represents many years of" thinking, 
study and travel; and after discussions with a former State 
Department official and Republican Minister to Hungary three 
years ago was drawn up in a different form at that time 0 
(Copy enclosed) 

In the present form it has been seen by no one but my 
secretary o If it proves to have any points of interest, I 
would be glad to discuss it with any of your advisers. I shall 
be back in New York shortly 0 

It is many years since Ward and you and I have been 
together, but I have watched your career and your increasing 
success with great pleasure 0 

Sincerely yours , 
(Signed) ALFRED KOHLBERG 

• 4 
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Hon. John Foster Dulles 
Secretary of State 
Washington 25, D # C. 



My dear Mr. Secretary: 



* 




April 20, 1955 
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OPEN LETTER for Immediate 
Release 




Thank you for yours of March 23rd advising that my letter 
to the President, dated February 4th, has been turned over to you to answer. 

I hope your statement of our objectives and policies will be 
so clear as to encompass the following: 

Are the Austrian-Soviet terms a step in the Churchill Plan 
for a neutral Europe and a neutral Asia, as outlined in the 
second paragraph of my letter to the President? Are we and 
the British moving toward that policy? 



Very sincerely yours, 




Alfred KohuArg 
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February 25, 1955 




Hon. Dwight D* Eisenhower 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. President: 



Late in January, while in the hospital recovering from a 
second coronary, I was erroneously informed that the attempt to get 50 
signatures to the statement of Foreign Policy which I enclose, was failing. 
As I lay there, I composed a letter to you, thinking the statement worthy 
of your attention. 

However, the necessary endorsers were secured. It occurs 
to me that the letter I then composed may nevertheless be of interest. 



Most respectfully yours, 



AK:m 
enc 




A. 



FRED 



At 



6 



tne. 



Textiles 



TELEPHONE* 
/ 84 

WISCONSIN 7 K 64 
I 84 
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NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 



February 4, 1955 




Hon. Dwight D. Eisenhower 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. President: 



Congressional approval of your authority to act in the area 
of Formosa suggests the advantages of such approval for your over-all 
foreign policy. 

It is becoming generally known that Sir Winston Churchill 
came here about July 1952 proposing to President Truman that we accept 
the best obtainable terms from the Reds in Korea, and also accept their pro- 
posals for a neutral Germany and Austria. This would enable us and the 
British to get our forces out of Asia and Continental Europe as rapidly as, 
possible, making further concessions in those areas as Red pressure con- 
tinued. We and Britain would thus regather our dispersed forces on our 
own soil; a safer military posture. 



Sir Winston's proposal would naturally appeal to both extremes 
of American opinion—our die-hard isolationists and our leftist egg-heads 
with their undying faith in the fundamentally peaceful intentions of Moscow. 
How Sir Winston could make himself believe that an America that would de- 
liberately withdraw from Europe, Africa and Asia, would still reach across 
the Atlantic to defend Britain, I cannot imagine. 

Nevertheless, President Truman rejected this proposal. Sir 
Winston then sent Marshall Montgomery to sell the idea to our Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, to no avail. After the election, Sir Winston came to see you. Again, 
no success, I understand. 

Yet, somewhere in Government these ideas seem to have found 
footing. In December 1953 Ambassador Dean was induced, contrary to his 
own convictions as he wrote me, to suggest recognition of Red China before 
the end of 1955. And now another of the series of cease-fires with the Red 
Chinese, which began in 1946, and continued in Korea and Indo-China, would 
be right down the Churchill line. 

all Inri^t^ATluN CON \MHa) & m S 
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I know from personal contact how opposed you are to Commun- 
ism and how intent on informing yourself on all phases of it, so far as your 
time permits. Yet commentary in our press and reports from abroad show 
that your policy is being interpreted (or misinterpreted) as everything from 
warmongering to appeasement. 

At various times Sir Winston has stated that both World Wars 
could have been prevented by early allied firmness and clarity of policy. I 
pray you not to permit history to find the same verdict on World War III. 
This, plus the fact that a force such as has never before been seen in history, 
now confronts the world, makes urgent a firm declaration by you, with Con- 
gressional approval. 

This new force, in world affairs, is, of course, not the U.S.S.R., 
but us, the good old U.S.A. The U.S.S # R ea as Secretary Dulles' uncle, Secre- 
tary of State Robert Lansing, informed Henry Cabot Lodge back in October 
1919, "suggests the Asiatic despotism of the early Tsars. " I recall reading 
the story of Genghis Khan in the Encyclopedia Britannica some years ago and 
marveling at how closely the Soviets have folowed his example, even to 
their Fifth Column operations. Even the use of a semi- religious ideology 
to' enslave the minds of their subjects presents nothing new. Marxism, which 
promises its pie in the sky later on in this world, is, in fact, less fool-proof 
than previous ideologies which promised delivery only in the hereafter. 

The only thing new offered by t he Kremlin is the fact that its 
philosophy is so vile that even the murder or slow death of millions of its 
citizens in slave labor camps as a means of keeping the regime in power, no 
longer shocks its subjects, or the world. Thatr philosophy, which denies God 
and denies ay spark of the divine in man, regards destruction of millions who 
do not brainwash with ease with less concern than we regard destruction of 
cattle with hoof and mouth disease a worthy deed to save the remainder 
from contamination. 

No, it is not the U.S.S.R. that brings something new to history, 
but the U.S.A. 

For the first time fi a nation, militarily the most powerful in 
the world, not only seeks no conquest, but shrinks from the very idea. At 
the end of World War II our forces occupied thirteen nations, from all of 
which we have withdrawn, except Germany and Austria, where we are booby 
trapped by our commitments. With the exception of Iran, t he Soviets have not 
freed a single foot of soil on which their troops stood, and have seized other 
free areas. Because we do not seek to add other peoples to ourselves., we do 
not have "interests 99 in the sense in which all great military powers before 
us have had "interests. 5 ' - Therefore, Mr. President, if both we and the world 
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are to understand why we are a nation in arms, we must make our position 
crystal clear. 

About 55 years ago, in my last year in grammar school, I read 
one of a popular series of books for boys. As you are only a few years my 
junior, you also may recall it. It was by G. A. Henty, a popular English author 
of boys' books, and entitled somefting like "Clive of India. ** Of course, I 
remember very little of the book, except that it made clear that Clive had 
conquered India for the British East India Co. with less than 10,000 British 
troops, largely because, of the hundred or more independent rulers in India 
at that time, he was the only one who could be trusted through thick and thin, 
Thus each Indian ~ Rajah sought Clive as an ally against his enemies, even at 
the price of his own independence. 

My thoughts went back to this book when I learned from a 
mutual friend of ours that he had sat next to Prime Minister Nehru at a pub- 
lic luncheon in Washington in October 1949, and had urged on Nehru that he 
cast his lot with t he West. Our friend called Nehru's attention to the example 
of Turkey, but Nehru said: **W e look East to China. China cast her lot whole- 
heartedly with you, and see what happened." 

f Unlike Clive almost no one seeks us as allies. There is some 

truth in what Joseph Alsop wrote on January 30th, that nobody in Asia trusts 
us. We can't even buy some of them as allies, although why, after acceding 
to the fall of China, we even want to bother, is hard to say. 

Is this likewise true in Europe? Do they understand past weak- 
nesses, and the meaning of new alliances that promise the undeliverable ? Or 
do they fear some sinister hidden objective? Perhaps they even suspect we 
are secretly adopting Churchill's proposals? 

Nor do I believe those writers who declare you are planning 
Ifor fifty years during which our sons must spend their two most formative 
^years in garrisons abroad, and three quarters of our taxes for defense and 
foreign subsidies. 

i 

If everything I have written up to this point is wrong, Mr. 
President, then some other Americans must also be confused. May I urge 
you as head of a Government **by the people 55 to take the people into your 
confidence, tell them in detail your over-all policy, and ask their support, 
'for they, through Congress, must supply the men and the materiel to carry 
"it out. 

To illustrate what I mean I enclose a statement prepared by 
a small group. We asked, but failed to secure the endorsement of 50 citi- 
zens of prominence and competence, so I submit it without change for what 
r it may be worth. I feel sure, as Senator George says, that you have an alter- 
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native which is guiding you, which you can state with more clarity, with 
more logic, with more patriotism, and with more forthrightness, and with 
a firmer grasp of the religious principles that guide America. 

I await the opportunity to support such a policy statement 

by you. 

\fery respectfully yours, 
(Signed) Alfred Kohlberg 
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"Let us raise a standard to which the wise and honest can repair,, the even 
IN A REPUBLIC, ALL POLICY MUST BE A FUNCTION OF PUBLIC CONSE 

A PROGRAM TO GOVERN 



The independent sovereignty of the United 
States must forever remain the ultimate objective 
of American foreign policy. This objective clan 
best be attained in a peaceful community of free 
and sovereign nations, guided in their relationship 
by minimum standards of law and equity. To this 
end, it is the hope of Americans that govern- 
ments be constituted to derive their lawful 
powers from the consent of the governed, and that 
peoples everywhere enjoy the dignity and free- 



dom which is their gr: 
As such a wot|d dt 
such minimum stknda 
United States^wpuki 
its power Jio enforcing 
cooperatibn with Hk 
rarily willing to act \ 
other circumstances 1 
neutrality, ^^^vt^^ 
The greatest ^esen 



Extract from Washington's Varewell Address^ 
Sept. 17, 1796. 

"It is our true policy to steer dear of permanent 
alliance with any portion of the foreign world; 
so far, I mean, as we are now at liberty to do it; 
for let me not he understood as capable; of ;pai;v 
tronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I 
hold the maxim no less applicable to public than 
private affairs, that honesty is always the best 
policy*., 

**Taking care always to keep ourselves by suit- 
able establishments, on a respectable defensive 
posture, we may safely trust to temporary alli- 
ances for extraordinary emergencies," 



Extract from Monroe Doctrine— Message of Pres- 
ident Monroe, Dec, 2, 1823, 

"We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the 
amicable relations existing between the United 
States and those powers { the European powers) 
to declare that we should consider any attempt 
on their part to extend their system to any por- 
tion of this hemisphere as dangerous to pur 
peace and safety, With ^he existing colonie£*pr 
dependencies of any European power we bavfe*" 
not interfered and shall hot interfere. But with 



Specifically, we propose that th 

l '"'7. -''i^fj':.^- 

%m Mdbilize the strongest possible deter 
economic* \ 
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NCLOSURB 



3. 
4. 
S. 
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a, The policies ncommem 
Farewell Address. 

£. The Monroe Doctrine* 

e. The Open Door Policy t 



"Exterminate the Communist eonspir a 

Withdraw recognition from theSovie 

^Employ all measures to sap pSe econ 

Scrupulously observe present military 
jby our contracting allies), and form 
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the hands of 'God*— General George Washington to the Constitutional Convention: 



HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, THEREFORE SUBMIT TO OUR FEUOW-CITIZENS 3(^00^ L>~> 

OUR FOREIGN RELATIONS 



rom the Almighty. 
>ps, should breaches of 
hreaten its security, the 
icate its leadership and 
settlements alone or in 
inded nations tempo- 
r its lea dership. Under 
IL S. t/ould maintain 

stack to the attainment 



of the above stated objectives is the existence of 
the Communist Dictatorship, and its world agen- 
cies. Our aim must be to neutralize, isolate, reduce 
and eventually eliminate Communist Power. This 
policy of firmness does not mean we favor pre- 
ventive war. Nevertheless, our enemies should be 
set on notice that— however grim the prospect— 
we will not shrink from war if the Kremlin forces 
us to choose between conflict and surrender to 
Communist slavery. 



overnment of the United States: 



| to warf* 



military, psychological, political and 




j^resident George Washington in his * 

faed in the Nine Power Treaty of 1922, 

the United States. \ 
\ion and its satellites. 
C Siren^Xof the Communist World. 

i . ■ V'.: 

nces (where such alliances are in truth honored 
^lliances only f or the period of the emergency. 

Cooperating Mlies* 



Extract from address of President Harry S. Tru* 
man in New York, Oct. 27,1945+: 

v "1; We seek no territorial exjiainsion or selfish 
.:■ advantage. We have no plans for aggression 

} against any" other state, large .or small* We have. 
\ : no objective which need clash with the peaceful 

; ••2, Wfe believe i in the eventiial • return of sover- 
eign rights and self -government to all peoples ; 
who have been deprived of them by force*/ 

"3. We shall i approve no territorial changes in 
any friendly part of the world ; unless they ac- 
cord with the freely expressed wishes of the 
peoples concerned 

"4< We believe that all peoples who are prepared 
• for self-government should be permitted to 
choose their own form of government by their 
own freely expressed choice, without interfer- 
ence from .any foreign source. That is true in 
Europe, in Asia, in Africa, as well as in the 
Western Hemisphere," 



operatj^ 



The Truman Doctrine, Extract from President 
Harry S. Truman's Message to Congress, March 
12, 1947, 

"I believe tfvat it^must be thejgplicv_of. the United 
to sut 



'toe £^ in- 
dependence and maintacfaed it >nf ,we could nor 
view any interposition for the purpose ^op- 
pressing them> or controlling in any other man- 
ner their destiny, by any European power in any 
other light than as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition toward the United States/ 1 



The Open Door Polity ^Extract from Nine 
Power Treaty of 1922. 

% \.. Article I. The Contracting Powers, other 
than China, agree: (1) To respect the sover- 
eignty, the independence, and the territorial and 
administrative integrity of China; 99 



Extract from letter of Secretary of State Bain- 
bridge Colby to the American Ambassador to 
Great Britain, 1920. , , 

n It is the feeling of the American go vernierit; 
that-«eeogoiti<m^ 

nations with it* involves sacrificing moral 
strength fqr the sake of material gains, advan- 
tages which will prove to be temporary and 
bought at a very high price." 



Extract from letter of Secretary of State Charles 
Evans Hughes to Samuel Qompers, July 9, 1923* 

"There can be no question of the sincere friend* 
liness of the American people toward the Rus- 
sian people. And there is for this very reason 
a strong desire that nothing should be done to 
place the seal of approval on the tyrannical 
measures that have been adopted in Russia or to 
take any action which might retard the gradual 
reassertion of the Russian people of their right 
to live in freedom..,'* 



of the Golden Rule. 



9 m Return to Open Diplomacy > ex ;ept ivhert 



10. 



Oppose all activities which tejiti towards 
of decisions for American secutity andwi 
To this end, -press for theexpilpionofCK 
the U.N. by removing dl semblance bf% 
its specialized agencies. Amenq our Cotjsi 
ftor treaties, nor covenants* shkl superset 



Base American Foreign Policy spUdly^6§ 
and the Tedctiings o[ Christ 
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Col. Uiiu* Louis Amosa, Gibson Island* MdV . • . r \< % y 
Miss itobley BaskerriUe; Sad Diego, C»L r'- 
Congressman AJVia M. Bentiey, Michigan 
- E. Manchester Boddy, Paum* Valley, Cal. : 
It, General Lewis H. Breteton, Wifltet Park, Hti - 
Basil Brewer, New Bedford. Mass. 
Ray Brock. New York, N. Y. 
James Buinham, Kent, Conn. 
Maior General Oaire L, Cheon8ulc» Taij>cu Taiwan 
Dr. Kenneth Colegrove, Evanston, 111. 
Admiral ChaiJes M. Cooke. Sonoma, Cal. - 
Ambassadci James H. IU Cromwell. 'Washington, D. C 
Thomas J* Cuke, Washington, D. C 
Hon. Chsrl« Edison, Wesc Orange. N. J. , 
Brig. General Bonner FelJers, Washington, D. C 
Ker, James V. Fifield, Jr., Los Angeles, CaL 
Devin A* Garriry, New York, Y« 
James H. Gipson. Caldwell, Idaho 
Congressman Ralph W. Gwlnn, New York 
, J. Exerts Haley, Canyon, Texas 
Admiral Too*. C. Hart, S 



Major General Frank B, Lowe, 

Harrison, Me. 
Mr. Ward Bond, Beverly HlU». Calif, 



Dr. William Lee Hart, Sanl 
Conrad N. Hilton, Beverly J 
Gordon Hnnter. Hartford, § 
Congressman Donald V J(t 
Rear Admiral L-C' Johnson! 
Richard Lloyd Jones. Tulstfl 
H,V;Kaltenborn,NewY<d 
Prank Kirkpatrick, Miiwadc 
Alfred Koalbcrg, New Yott 
Ambassador Arthur Bliss Liu 
Governor J. Bracken Lee, Ub 
William Loeb. Manchester^ 
H, B. Lundbere, Lansing, W 
Eugene Irons. PieasantviileTi 
Clarence Manion, South Bed 
Adolphe Menjou, Beverly Hi 
Archbishop Michael, New Y 
Col. Lutfk B. Moody, Wash 1 
V.O.OncMb.CatBttfcji 
Wm. F. iiker. Chicago, HI. 4 
Paul A. Kibcimond, Birmlagb 

Mr, Joan Boa Paaaos, Bar 
Mr, Harold 8. Falk, MJlwj 
Gtoaeral John R, Hodge, { 



"Let every Member answer, on his conscience, the que* 
What is the dter£atkie?S'~Sen. Walter F,George4inhtSeoatc 



DO YOU ENDORSE THIS 



• Will you take the FIRST STEPS now? < 

• Will you personally endorse this policy in writing? 

• Will you move a resolution in your Civic, Fraternal, taHof, Patriotic, Veterans', 
Business, Political, Educational, Service or other organization, endorsing this golifj? 



and resistance groups; based dw/J&tf principles ! 



military security imposes secrecy. | 

'it world $^te f super-government, or the transfer 
ilfare to foreign powers and/or foreign nationals, 
ommunisi^nember-states from the U* N, Reform 
I permanent military alliance and separate it from 
titutiott to, provide that neither tbe ZJ* N. Charter^ 

Moral Law] Patriotism, Enlightened Nationalism 



by gu^ide^^ircs. 5 



im, ■.■ . .:■ 
an h Caljformi - 
Jaguna Beacii. Cil t 

■ Wjt. 

tf.Y. . - 
/Wajhtngton.D.C 
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Jad, ■ ^ 

i.Cal.: I 

Ir.H.Y, . I 
gton, D. C 

at. ■ I, 
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i>Ala, 

n&r*, Md. 
itee, Wla + 



Commod^t ^efleJfcy tittrfiMckei Hew York,.N, Y* 

George & ItWta* Jfw ¥«fc> Y, 

Congressman Timothy P. Sbttbaa, Illiaalt 

Igor I. Sikorsky. Bridgeport, Conn. 

Wiltfam PhUip SimmJ, ^ffashingtoii, t>. C. 

Congressman Lawreace H- Smith , MFiKon&ia 

Congressman Wint Smith, Kaniai 

Hoc. John Snyder, Sr, Louli, Mo, 

Admiral Willlim H. Scandlcj, Coroqado. CtL 

Judge Harlaa Mtfrtflt Steely* Ji.» 1>m»H1c» lij. 

Dr, J. Storer. Tulsa, Okla. 

Lt General George E. Siratemeyer, Winter Park, fit 

Ambassador J, Leightoo Smart. Washington, D + C 

Mij* Freda Utley, ^ajhington, D. C 

CoL William E, Wa/oet, Colusabus. Ohio 

Lr. General Albert C IPedemeyer, New York, N* Y. 

Robert H. M7, ^Frith* Jr., Cambridge, Wau + 

Brig. General W + H + TCHbux. Highland Paik. DL 

Major General Charles A.TJFittougbby, tfewYor^N.Y, 

Admiral H. E. Yaiadl t Newport, R. L 

I>r. Hoecoe Pound , Boston, Mui. 
Mr, Ron»rt S + Vogel*r, New York, *f, 



&w what is his alternative * . . That is the challenge. 
11127*1955* referring to the f ormosan proposals of the President* 



Extract from the Republican Platform of 1952* 

"It will be made clear, on the highest authority 
of the President and the congress* that United 
States policy, as one of its peaceful purposes* 
looks happily forward to the genuine indepen- 
dence of those captive peoples, 

****.It will mark the end of the negative, futile* 
and immoral policy of 'containment' which 
abandons countless human beings to a despotism 
and Godless terrorism which in turn enables the 
rulers to forge the captives into a weapon for 
our destruction/* 



Extract from the Democratic Platform of 1952* 

"We will not abandon the price-free peoples of 
Central and Eastern Europe who suffer now un* ; 
der-tjie-l^e^ 

Soviet Union's most solemn pledges at Teheran, 
Yalta, and Potsdam. >. We look forward to, the 
day when the liberties of Poland and the other 
oppressed Soviet satellites, including Czecho- 
slovakia, Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria, Alba- 
nia, Lithuania, Estonia and Latvia and other na- 
tions in Asia under Soviet domination, will be 
restored to them and they can again take their 
rightf ul^ place in the community of free nations," 



Extract from President Dtvight D t Eisenhower's 
Christmas Message, 1954, 

"America,,* speaks for peace based upon de* 
cency and human rights. Bat let no man think 
that we want peace at any price; that we shall 
forsake principle in resigned tolerance of ob- 
vious evil; that we may pawn our honor for 
transitory concession/ 1 



POLICY FOR AMERICA? 



• To be effective, your personal endorsement and your organization* $ resolution should be sent to 

The President of the United States The U* 5, Secretary oj State Your Senators and Congressman 

• Why iiot print this advertisement in your local paper I 

• Reprints of this message are available b^ writing to 

Dr. Edward A. Fitzpatrick, Secretary 
COMMITTEE OF ENDORSERS 
636 Woodward Building, 15th and H Streets, N.W. 
Washington 5, D. C. 
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June 27, 1955 



Mr. WinterrowcL 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Holloman — i 
j^Gandy 




Hon t Dwight D # Eisenhower 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr # President: 

May I take the liberty of calling to your 
attention the enclosed copies of recent correspondence 
with the State Department about China. 

The officers of our Association have authorised 
me to express their hope that, at Geneva, you will insist 
on Soviet implementation of their 1945 pact with Chiang 
Kai-shek. 

That pact provided for military supplies to the 
National Government only. 

lz nifiiHMhl SUH COW lAlitu^ Very respec^iy yours, 

" S3 UNCLASSIFIED 
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Alf r gd^Kohlb e rgfchairman 



AK:eb 




JUL 1 o 
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Alfred Kohlb 

extiles 1 

I WEST 37 t _h STREET <^^> JUST OFF FIFTH AVE. 

NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 

June 7, 1955 

Hon. John Foster Dulles /j / 

Secretary of State to^fX ^ SMFCRMATI0F4 COM AliltU 

Washington, D. C. r l) (j KESEiN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

My dear Mr. Dulles: 1 CM£ j/s>fr7 H Y 5/V 

About the middle of August 1945 9 I received a verbal message , 
which I believed to be directly from Secretary of State Byrnes. The message 
informed me that he had made a secret agreement with the Soviets at Potsdam, 
concerning China. The message then went on to say that the Secretary felt 
that I would be greatly pleased at such time as the contents of that agreement 
were made public. 



On several occasions since then, I have written the State 
Department and have received answers that no agreement of any character 
concerning China, was made at Potsdam. I then wrote former Secretary 
Byrnes, who stated that he was not free to speak to me about China. 

My curiosity has been a^gain aroused by a reading of the Yalta 
Papers, released by you. I refer to galley 136, a briefing book paper about 
the American Policy towards spheres of influence in Eastern Europe.. -It 
reports secret agreements between Churchill and Stalin dividing Eastern 
Europe, in such a way as to leave Greece to the British, and practically all 
the rest in the Russian sphere. 

I have no way of knowing what was agreed to about China at 
Potsdam, but have always felt that whatever the agreement was, it amounted 
to the putting of China into the Russian sphere of influence. My reason for 
feeling this was that only in this way can General Marshall's activities 
there be explained. 

In other words, I believe that General Marshall, confronted 
with thissecreUagreementg, felt he had to force Chiang Kai-shek to make a deal 
with the Communists, although he could not tell Chiang that he was working to 
get for Chiang a half loaf 9 where a whole loaf was no longer available. In 
short, Chiang was already secretly in the same position as Mikolajczyk in 
Poland ^although he did not know it. HadChiang acceded to Marshall's and 
the Communists 9 demands, he would have found himself in a government 
controlled from Moscow^ just as Mikolajczyk found himself when he acceded 
to the Lublin Committee's demands in Poland. 

My reason for writing all this to you is that I fear you also 
are bound by this secret agreement and if you negotiate with the Chinese Reds, 



* 



Hon. John Foster Dulles 



-2- 



June 7, 1955 



will fail as General Marshall did. For this reason I ask you to release to 
me the text of the Potsdam agreement about China. 



Very sincerely yours, 




Alfred Kohlberg 



AKreb 



P. S. May I also call your attention to galleys 326 to 336, showing 
State Department thinking before Yalta. If logically followed it would 
have lead by the time of Potsdam, to such an agreement as I imagine 
actually was accomplished there. 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

1 WEST 37!? STREET 

New York i e ? N Y 
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July 20, 1955 



Senator James O. Eastland 
Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Senator: 




Mr. 

>ls 

■lmont .-_x 
irbo 
Mr. M;hr 
Mr. Parsons. 
Mr. Rosen .„ 
Mr. Tamm 

Mr. Sjzoo 

Winterrowd_. 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Holloman.. 
Miss Gandy.. 



Congratulations on the revelations oi^mi iltration into the 
press. It seems to me that doing the dirty work of the Communist Party 
and of the Soviet Fifth Column, with or without Party membership, is 
equally subversive, and hence in the purview of your Internal Subversion 
Subcommittee. 



To be specific, I enclose: 

(1) a reproduction of the Daily Worker column by Wm, Z. Foster, Chair 
of the Communist Party U.S.A.; 
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(2) the last two pages of an article by Martha Stone in this month's Political 
Affairs, theoretical organ of the Party. 



Miss Stone gives the party these slogans; 

(a) mutual concessions; 

(b) negotiate endlessly; 

(c) reject Knowland McCarthy liberation ideas; 

(d) no German re-armament; 

(e) outlaw H-bomb; 

(f) seat Red China in U.N.; 

(g) remove barriers on East- West trade; 

(h) switch expenditures from arms to point 4; 

(i) end the cold war from the American side. 




i 

Q 




Foster's article makes all the same demands, but not so clearly. Both agre 
that American imperialism is the great danger and hence the concessions 
ojj [if must be made by us. 



May I suggest that none of our press would deliberately plug 
Party line. But some may do so unwittingly. If so, why not call them in, 
out who sold the ideas, call those to find out who sold the ideas to ther 
d so on back to the Party — or the Fifth Amendment. , / 

This would uncover the trail ofsubver sTon Unfittingly or 
unwittingly brainwashing public opinion. 





He JUL 29 1955 

Y-evy-- s in c e r ely-y.o ur s , 



AK:am 



58AU&*' 1955 





— UJ UJ 
I3C:iC» 



Pally Worker, New York, 
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The Geneva Conference 




By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER 

THE BIG FOUR Conference, 
scheduled for Geneva on July 
18, is the center of unprece- 
dented world attention. This is 
because the overwhelming mass 
of humanity, 
alarmed at the 
menacing ar- 
maments race, 
the recurring 
i n t ernational 
d i p 1 o m atic 
crises, and the 
continuing dan- 

- ger of a dread- 
ful atomic 
word war,- are 
looking to the conference to put 
an end to this nightmare situa- 
tion, talcing steps to end the 
cold war and to establish real 
peace in the world. 

This is a realizable hope upon 

' the. part of the peace - loving 
masses throughout the world. 
Even during the most threaten- 
ing crises of the past several 
years, the world peace forces, 
with the Communists in the 
forefront, have steadily main- 
tained that the theory of the in- 
evitability of a third world war, 
assiduously propagated by the 
imperialist warmongers, is a liev 
and a delusion. From the out- 
set the peace forces have always 
worked upon the basis that the 
peoples had the power to end 
not only the current acute war 
crises* hut also the cold war. 
Their basic line has been one 
of the peaceful coexistence of all 
nations. 

In this conclusion the peace- 
loving masses, all the warmong- 
ers to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing, have been historically cor- 
rect The co)d war, and with it 
the threat of a shooting war, can 
be ended if the peoples will in- 
sist upon it strongly enough. 
This A oes not mea n, however, 
_tW rh~«T rani ere, nre could abol- 
ish completely the war "danger 
jpr as Lenin and Stalin hAvc[ 
[faugh t us, the danger oi war 
jvyjh last as long as mrperialism ; 
[tfrat js~ m on op ol y~ ea pita li s m ex - 
7s t s^ tne conteren'ce certainly has 
Hie potentiality, under the mass 

1>ressure of the world peace 
orces, of moving definitely to- 
wards doing away with the pres- 
ent dangerous situation in which 
(he peoples are bled white by 
fabulous military expend! tnres, 
and where humanity is kept upon 
the brink of a catastrophic atom- 
ic world war. 



Ifr e Geneva co^^nrf 
\vasT>rgiigW ahnut lav tfre, in- 
sistent demand of the world 



pbace forces, represents a high 
^polnt m me post ~ war peace 
trtlgglg of the world s^peoples . 



Vfaose strongest rk amn i ons are 

fte X)ssr and EjoaEVTgn^ 

Tor an end to the threat of war. 
During this hard struggle the 
peace forces have administered 
many stinging defeats to th e 

__Wgr forrfi "IpH hy A meri^nfTJm- 

jerialism. These include the 
breaking of the U nited States 

' goviet Union the se ttling of th e 
Xorean and Indo- Chinese wars , 
jh g_easing of the dangerous sit - 
uation ar rr"™ 1 Enmola, TlrtT 5g- 
vention of the American use of 
the arombomb on Chinese cities, 
the Mowq ftgam^ the McCar- 
thy ' L W'ar Now" _crowd 1 th e 



strong possibility that lit Cen~ 
eya its hard-huilt NATO j.uuL 
SEA TO war alliaprrs mnv hfi 
nD^dermined: _ that its highly 
jrorjtable arms r a c e may be 
' giecked, that its trad p. apd 
Turaj embargoe s may hf ^uUaJ- 
ecL and thnr irs i"ndi<p»nc^hle 



T brced shelving o f the incendi- 
ary Ei^ ph/twpr . rftfljp* p^lit;^£ 

ffij ^beration." "instant massive 

Retaliation/' etc. 

These peoples' victories have 
materially eased international 
tension and they have also in- 
spired in the peoples the hope 
and determination to ameliorate, 
if not to end outright, the cold 
war in Geneva. 

By the same token, if the 
world's peoples are looking. hope- 
fully to Geneva, the world forces 
of reaction and war are view- 
ing the coming Big Four con- 
ference with alarm. This is be- 
cause they realize that the very 
holding of the conference is an 
expression of the growing fail- 
ure of their aggressive foreign 
policies, and they are mortally 
afraid that Geneva, by taking 
real steps toward peace, will 
greatly increase their bank- 
ruptcy. This is why the Wash- 
ington reactionaries did every- 
thing to head off the conference 
and why they constantly seek to 
play down its importance and 
possibilities. Their dearest wish 
would be to see it end in a bit- 
ter stalemate, Of course, all this 
sabotage of peace they are 
carrying out under a thick 
blanket of peace demagogy, in 
order not. to be repudiated by 
the peoples. 

■ JHE MAIN danger at the 
Cgneva" conference g j 1 1 ™mp 
Trom American imperialism . It 
definitely feels that its predatory 
interests are gravely threatened 
by the conference. There is the 



cold war may be serious y weak- 
ened. ^ 

Despite the awful threat of 
atomic war, there r is no reason 
to believe, that Wall Street mis 
abandoned its program of war 
and world conquest. At Geneva, 
aggressive American imperialist 
policy is facing its most severe 
crisis. 

The Geneva conference has 
tremendous potentialities. If it 
can be brought to make real 
progress toward peace, this will 
enormously strengthen the world 
movement for peace and it will 
deal a blow at the world forces 
of fascism and war. But. if, on 
the other hand, Geneva should 
fail, if American imperialism and 
its allies should succeed in cas- 
trating the conference, this de- 
feat would give the warmongers 
a new lease on life— to increase 
world tension, to stoke up the 
declining cold war, to increase 
their diplomatic thuggery, to 
sharpen up their arms race, and 
to cultivate their failing dema- 
gogy of the inevitability of war! 
The success of the Geneva con- 
ference is a profound historical 
necessity. 

• 

THE AMERICAN neace 
J&rces, above _ajl_ the Commu- 
nists and other left wingers, have 
a grave responsibility Jo help 
"S nake the Geneva conference 
roduce constructive results. 



v 



Vith a keen realization of the 
warlike policies of Wall Street, 
they need to be on guard against 
Washington's efforts to weaken 
and to scuttle the conference. 
Especially they should insist that 
the present elaborate peace 
talk of the Eisenhower reaction- 
aries be translated into peace 
deeds at Geneva. At this time 
the worst and mnst dangerous 



among 



American masses that Ties id cut 
Eisenhower is going to - Gene va 
^as a genuine peace -maker. The 
rea^irv is Thab EAsen tt ower wilT " 
lake constructive peace steps aF 
Ueneva only it under the^ peace 
'pressure of fhfe vast majority of ^ 
^mankind, he has no oth er alter^ 
native. 
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the great "danger of Communist 
aggression " But in reality what is 
shaping up in the world is just the 
opposite. Tensions are lessening, 
because of the growing strength of 
the world peace camp, and the idea 
that peoples of varying social systems 
can live side-by-side peacefully is 
beginning to catch hold. 

Have not recent developments on 
an international scale proven beyond 
a doubt that if our government is 
willing, it can negotiate and solve 
ifferences with the Soviet Union? 
ave not the modifications in the 
Soviet Union's position on disarma- 
ment shown that differences between 
the East and West are narrowing 
down and can be overcome? For 
labor this has a very special meaning. 
Why go on spending billions for 
arms which the workers pay through 
high taxes when we can reach an 
agreement to cut down armaments 
and lessen the war danger? 

Certainly the time is ripe to raise 
the demand for ending the cold war, 
and for shifting our economy from , 
that of war to peacetime production. 
Many of the big industries in our 
nation, if compelled to return to a 
icetime economy, to grant wage 
[creases, and to break down com- 
pletely the trade barriers now exist- 
ing between East and West, would 
find new markets for American 
industry and new jobs would be 
secured for the American workers. 
This whole economic outlook needs ' 
to be advanced by labor as it presses 
for a policy of continued negotia- 
tions, and the settlement of all differ- 



ences standing in the way of world 
peace. 

Spending less and less for war 
preparations and more and more tor 
Rousing, health, and education must 
15egin no w. The American working 
class, the Negro people, and the farm 
population have suffered greatly in" 
an economic as well as- political 
sense trom the damaging effects oT 
the cold-war program? Every parent 
—in fact, every decent human being 
— should be revolted at the refusal of 
our government (in contrast to even 
other capitalist states) to immunize 
children from polio simply because 
such an immunity program would 
cost money now going into battle- 
ships and tanks. 

GENERAL SLOGANS IN 
THE PEACE MOVEMENT 



A number of slogans around 
which all sectors of the population 
can unite, arising from the concrete 
situation as the Big Four talks open 
up, are : Negotiate in a spirit of 

^mutual conces sions . Insist that 
Dulles and Eisenhower continue 
negotiations until settlements are 
reached. Oppose all appeasement of 
the Knowlands and McCarthys. 
Pont re-arm Germany when the 

* whole w nrU ran begin tp disarm. 

Ttan the H-Rnmb. Se at China in the 
U.N. Elim inate all international 



barriers and expand East-West trade. . 
A llocate govern ment expenditure s 

''fo r peace, not war. End the cold war . 

" Never before have the American 
people had such favorable oppor- 
tunity to leap forward in the direc- 



NEW STAGE IN FIGHT FOR PEACE 



ii 



tion of peace. The opening of the 
summit conference must usher in 
the beginning of a long period of 
negotiations and settlements of those 
differences that create a threat of 
war. This will largely depend on 
the full unity and strength of the 
people in our own country and their 
concerted action with millions in 
Asia, Africa, and Europe whose 
hopes are high for world peace^Jthe 
wise words of Stalin ifl this regard 
need to be recalled — he urged upon 

* the millions oi people to take the 
matter of peace into their own 

Tiands. The millions are strong. The 
enemy is fighting ferociously to hold 
on to its badly battered policies 
known as the cold war. The biggest 
defeat yet administered to the cold- 
war program is the convening of 
the meeting at the summit. When 
the cold war program with bi-parti- 
san support was first put forward in 
our country, it was predicated on 
the idea that there can be no meet- 
ings, negotiations, conferences and 
talks between the heads of the Soviet 
Union and those of the imperialist 
powers like Britain, France, and the 
U.S. Now this is being changed, 
and the change is being imposed on 
the Eisenhower Administration by 
the magnificent unity and will of 
the peoples the world over. This 
brings about a new stage in the 
fight for peaceful co-existence, for 
the ending of the cold war. 



Our Party must throw ire f n 1j 
energy and forces into this ever 

expanding peace movement . Left 
peace forces need to become an in- 
tegral part of the peace activities in 
churches, trade unions and other 
mass organizations. Recently, the 
new initiative of various peace cen- 
te rs with Left-leade rs hip have act^ 
ivized many at the grass-roots level . 

^stimulated parallel art-inns nn the 
peace front, and cemented ties and 
relationships between the Left and 
broader peace tor xes. This is parti - 
cularly demonstrated *h*> p f ac ' e 
movement at the West Coast and in 
the mass signature campaign on the 

JH-bomb conducted by the San Fran- 
ci sco peace crusade on the occa sion 

~oTthe celebration ot the Tenth An- 

"niversary of the" 



"T7N7 



We need to have a heightened ap- 
preciation of the contributions of the 
Amerkan people to these interna- 
tional peace developments. Vic- 
tories on the peace front will have 
far-reaching consequences for our 
own people. It will deliver a major 
blow to the McCarthys and other 
fascist forces who plot the destruc- 
tion of democratic rights. Winning 
the fight for peaceful co-existence 
will be the greatest barrier to 
these reactionary un-American forces 
who would impose fascism upon us, 
and will open up new horizons for 
a people's victory. 



(Last two pages of article by Martha Stone 
/-V&O&Jfjt in JULY Political Affairs) 
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July 26, 1955 



To those who are to represent the U.S.A. 

at the Atoms for Peace Conference, August 1955 

Gentlemen: 



Mr, Tolson 




t. Ha¥bo.. 

Mi\ Mohr__ 

Mr, ParsonS- 

JUr. Rosen 

Mr, Tamrn.^. 



Mr. Slkoo.. jt - 

Mr, Winterrowd.. 

^elfe ifof>m ^ 

Mr. Holloman 

Miss Gandy 



I enclose reprint of page 29 from Facts Forum News for *^TC,./ ( 
May 1955. ... , J r . C v 



Of course it is funny to reproduce 1946 pronouncements -f/y 
by distinguished physicists on how "not to be beastly to the Soviets/ 1 Wvi^^ Ci 
That, of course, was before the exposure of Dr. Rabi's associate at Los^* \\ 
Alamos, Dr. Klaus Fuchs, which no doubt shocked Dr. Rabi no end. 



But this is 1955, and the question I address to each of you 



is : 



Who on our delegation is a real authority on Soviet official 
documentation, Soviet Aesopian language, Soviet infiltra 
Soviet espionage, Soviet strategy, and Soviet tactics? 



j. a j_ 

: 7\ 




Maybe we could spare one physicist, or one social scien- 
tist, or one Congressman, or one protocol specialist and include one Paul 
Crouch, or Manning Johnson, or Louis Budenz^ or Ben Gitlow, who would ^ 
not only understand what the Soviets were up to, but would spot them among >^ 
non-Comrnunist delegations—maybe even in ours. 

Or possibly a concealed F. B. I. man, a la the Soviet 
"farmers* 1 now touring Iowa? 



I merely suggest. 



ft 



AK:am 
enc 



Very truly yours 






If red Kohlberg 



s AUG 4 m§ 




ALL INFORMTION C8f*fMiI^ M 

HEREIN .iS/UNCLASSIF! ED cw^"' 
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Research and Development Board of 
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member of* the Committee on 
linger that hoard. 

I am enclosing with this letter a]* 
dum submitted to me hy General Groves rela- 
tive to the loyalty of Dr. Oppenhcimer 

In couriusion* I should say that from my 
knowledge of the work that he has done to- 
ward making the atomic bomb a success and 
in other matters related to atomic energy, I 
have confidence in his character and loyalty 
to the United States* 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Roulrt P. Patterson, 
Secretary o£ ^Var 



I 

from 



- J \ C^"^ 

f AM THE CHINA' LOBBY 

(Continued from Page 22) 

china, the threat to Southeast Asia, 
the shift in the balance of power 
West W East since 1948. My constant 
objective has brer; the resurrection of 
the ^pej* D*>6r Policy," abandoned by 
the TruniAij.MrirBtiail-Acheson policies. 

So I rju^t mnohide^ regardless of lh& 
fact that the course of events is slowly 
opening the public mind to our serious 
danger in the Far East, that I have 
failed as the "China Lobby" It is still 
not too late to save Asia, but I find my- 



self unable to secure public acceptance' 
of those firm policies that could stiil re- 
turn China, the "Key to Asia." Eb the 
free world. No wonder the Daily 
Worker^ commenting on the legal out- 
lawing of the Communist party by Con- 
gress, could say, "These legislators can- 
not halt the march of communism," 

Nevertheless, for good or ill*. 
I AM STILL THE "CHINA LOBBY* 1 

If there are any contenders for the 
title, my answer to them is a quote from 
former WorlcTs Heavyweight Champion, 
Gentleman Jim Corbett: 

"Go get a reputation." 



1 



KOHLBERGIANA 



December 13, 1954 

Ho.n* John Foster Dulles 
Skck£tary"of Statk 
Washington 25, D.C. 

NOT CONFIDENTIAL 
Dkah Mti. Secret ah y : 

Noticing in the press that you are to 
appoint an American to the UN Com- 
mittee on Peaceful Uses of Atomic 
Energy, I hereby apply. A job at high pay 
with !itt\e or no work Jias always heen 
one of my secret wishes. 

Of course, T know nothing about atomic 
energy. The logical man for the job, I am 
to^ t is Prof. !. J. Rahi of Columbia 
^£ Ui iversity, at present Chairman of the 
^ ^ fOeneral Advisory Committee) to 

h J tin AEC and top adviser to President 

"** ^) Ei: enhower. He is said to know his 
Jip on ons on isotopes. 

■.^l Nevertheless* 1 think T can improve on 

1 3k Pr>f* Rabi's advice* In proof whereof T 
' ' L 7*"rjtatl aeh two letters, both published the 
? ^^Wne day, Feb. 16, 3946. 

CO V(a) Prof. Rabfs in the N. Y. Times* 
*p>- C<Q £Zlh) Mine in the New Leader (The 
^CJ ^ ^eial Democratic Weekly)* 
% Sr 7 "* Professor Rabins advice to drop our 

i ^*" w^\fi: sionable material in the ocean is in the 
* ? 5£ ^™rv Pi ttern of bad advice that led us so 
^5^s/sv iftly from the unconditional victories of 



c 



--^L>1^45 to the Korean stalemate and a ban 
5^5 V 1 nment of our POWs* Prof. Rabfs idea 
J^igbt even have contaminated the ocean. 
£™ On the merits of the two sets of 1946 
LiJ t jgfl vice, I await your call to be sworn in. 
— oJl 0=^ Very sincerely yours, 

m J UkJ (Signed) Alfred Kohlherg 

^iC ESllectJons from the letters referred to 
by Mr. Kohiberg* 
The New York Times letter of Febru- 
ary 16, 1946, emitted "Urge Bomb- 
Making Vacation," signed by Prof. 
Rabi and others included the following: 
Tn view of the establishment of the 
UNO Commission on the Atomic Bomb, 
we would like to suggest a declaration 
of policy , . . by the President. * * * : 

1* The United States will at once stop 
the production of [atomic] bombs* ** * 

2. For one year . , , we will stop accum- 
ulating purified plutonium and uranium- 
235, which arc the essentia? ingredients 
of atomic bombs. . . . As produced,, these 
will be eliminated by appropriate means, 
such as dumping them into the ocean or 
returning them to their original mixture. 

3 r We are prepared to have the dis- 
position of our present stockpile of bombs 
considered as one of the items in £n 
agreement to be entered into by us and 
the other governments. 

FACTS FORUM NEWS, May, 1955 



In the New Leader of February 16, 
1946. Mr. Kohiberg, in his letter en- 
titled "Atomic Untruths," stated: 

. ♦ ♦ The Communist press everywhere 
professes to fear that America will use it 
[the atomic hombi against Russia. To 
the n on -Communist American this is such 
utter nonsense that he wonders what's 
hack of iu * ♦ h 

The truth is that everywhere iu the 
worid people fear the atomic bomb only 
in the hands of Russia. None fear Costa 
Rica or Switzerland as its possessor; none 
fear Britain or the United States or 
Canada as its possessor; hut they all fear 
that soft-headedness or treachery may 
give it to Russia. And rightly or wrongly, 
they al i^A Ljssfl 

hey would b i 
ha 1 the United 
Br; aiu keep it .atl 
these countries may not be 
vent leak*- to Russia's tll-per 
lig^ee tat /ice. Whap_i, 
No y knows, * - ™ll ;ar 
pr< it ia< ■ o* j 
in ^roac- . \ 
a soi on- 



y or wros 
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ivlarcli zv, 1955 

Ho 

Washington 25, D.C. 
BY NO MEANS CONFIDENTIAL 

Dear Mr, Secretary: 

Through one of my private eyes^ it has 
Come to my attention that one Mr. Alfred 
Kohiberg has applied for a job on the UN 
Committee on Peaceful Uses of Atomie 
Energy. 

Of course* T hate to take anybody's 
possibiHty of a job away from him, and 
I know that Mr. Kohiberg is sorely in 
need of steady employment. He is a 
young man and has heen married within 
the last few years. I aJways like to help 
young men but* in this case, I must warn 
you that he is a man of thoroughly bad 
character, 1 have good reason to believe 
that he has been siphoning out funds of 
the great Rockefeller tax-exempt institu- 
tions in such subversive work as trying to 
keep the American flag above the United 
Nations flag. His wife is no better than 
he is. In fact, due to her family origin, it 
is strongly suspected that she is still a 
Nazi* It is even rumored that she is a 
direct descendant of a mesalliance be- 
t^een Wagner and one of the Rheingold 
maidens — at least they used to be 
maidens before Mr, Wagner met them* 
She embodies all the worst qualities of 
the Teuton. She actually believes that it 



is no disgrace to have earned her Jiving 
and to have kept some of the money* You 
and I well know that s in this modern 
America, such thoughts are treason* 

Mr, Kohiberg is also a man of strong 
racial prejudices. When given a chance 
to place the great Mr. Ralph Bunche on 
a committee* Mr. Kohiberg turned him 
down. Although he did not say it was on 
account of his racial prejudices, Mr, 
Kohlberg's actions show that it was, Mr* 
Kohiberg, instead of asking Mr. Bunche 
on the committee, appointed Mr. George 
Sehuyler — a man with known anti-Negro 
propensities. 




—Wide World Photo 

George Schuyler 

Please, of course* treat this letter as 
completely confidential* By this T mean, 
of course, do not fet anyone know what I 
have &aid, but see to it that Mr« Drew 
Pearsoi^and the Alsop brothers spread as 
many smears and derogatory iies, aiwut 
the Kohl bergs, as is pA£3ib}e> 

Sincerely yours, 

AaC^CKALU 3. ■ AofttliVELT 

THE NEW YORK 'iHMES, • 



WEDNESDAY. APRIL 13, 1955. 
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NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 



November 18, 1955 

'o the long suffering recipients of (3L l » Hp ^ 

my one-way (circular letter) correspondence: 



Mr. MWrV 
Mr. Parsons.. 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Tamm.„ 



Mr. Sizoo. 
Mr. Winterrowd- 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Holloman 

Miss Gandy 



Like 



We are spending billions in aid all over the world, LiKe every 
I hope it will pove worthwhile. But 40 years of travel in Asia long since co 



i every Amfe-rTcan / 



me that private and mission assistance, when carried out by dedicated pers6nnei r 
touched the heart as Government never could, ^ a 




Feeling that some of you might like to use up more of your tax deductible 
allowance for 1955 by contributions to personalized American medical aid in For- 
mosa and Korea, I suggest either one or both of two health projects. Both are tax 
deductible by ruling of the Internal Revenue Service, publication #78, issue of Oct, 
31, 1954, Both are personally known to me as indicated below. 




The first is the Jane Myers Kohlberg Memorial Fund, which supports a 
health program in 19 schools in Formosa, It is administered by the American / 
Bureau for Medical Aid to China (ABMAC), of which I have been a Director off and _ ]/ 
on for more than 15 years. When in Formosa in 1953, I carefully inspected th< 
work of this program. 



ff and U 



The other is the Presbyterian Mission Hospital (Orphanage, Nurses School, 
etc,) at Taegu, Korea, Though I have never seen this project, it is operated by the son 
and daughter-in-law of an old friend, Rev, Charles E# Scott. Dr, Scott was U» S» 
Army surgeon with General Stilwell in China during World War II # Further informa- 
tion about each project is enclosed. Any amount you feel moved to contribute will 
be appreciated. For the School Health project in Formosa, make out your check to 
M ABMAC. n For the Presbyterian Mission at Taegu, make out your check to "Pres- 
byterian Mission, " Please send checks to me for acknowledgment first by me and 
then by the recipient charity. 

Recently I have noticed articles most critical of the Republic of Korea, 
our ally. One, "We Can't Ignore Korea*' in the Saturday Evening Post of Oct, 15, 
1955, named Capt, Thomas E# Dowd, Jr,, as information source, I airmailed the 
article to him, told him of my intended appeal, and asked his comment, Iyba^ve re- ✓ ^ 
duced his reply to one page, lNnFXFD-RS 77Z~^„J^ n& (f & jf 



INDEXED-3S not recorded 

If you think I should not have made this appeal to you^lpl&SV^sJatSSgi my 
presumption. It is the result of a possible excess ofejea^^d e nthusi asm for the 
work being done by these tw^prpjects, I appreciate the opportunity af^or^effTn^ to 
present this matter to vqur'kttention, \ 

All nVFORMATIONCONTAJiL 
HEREIN iSjJI$CLASSIFIE!) Very tr,:i ^ our 

.^36009^-/ L A l fr ed 



AK:am^ ( 
end. 
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THE JANE MYERS KOHLBERG MEMORIAL SCHOOL HEALTH PROGRAM 



Conducted By The American Bureau For Medical Aid To China, Inc. 
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IXiring the past three years a program beg^n in memory of one of Free 
China 1 s most devoted friends, Mrs* N ^ax^fre^pe6hlberg, has brought better 
health to seven thousand boys eS&TgirlV InTonaosa^ and pointed the way to 
improved health conditiops for more than a million school children there* 

When the School Health Program was started, there was no systematic 
health training in the 1,260 public schools of Formosa, where 95# of the 
children are enrolled, due mainly to lack of trained personnel • 

The School Health Program was instituted as a pilot project in the 
Taiwan Normal University, three normal schools, and their four practicing 
schools* The normal schools are vocational schools which train primary 
school teachers for Free China* Each has its ."practice" elementary school 
where "the "student teachers receive their practical training in teaching* 

At these practice schools the following activities were initiated: 

Installation of adequate water supply and sanitary facilities* 

Periodic health examinations (which revealed uaxch undernourishment, 
trachoma, parasitic infestation, tuberculosis, etc*)* 

Cod liver oil dosage for those children who were anemic, underweight, 
and particularly susceptible to disease* 

Aureomycin treatment of trachoma (this reduced trachoma cases in two 
years from h6<$> to 6* 8$ among students of the schools covered)* 

Dental examination, topical application of fluorides, and emergency 
treatment • 



Regular hygiene classes, drill 
and inspection, vith a student in 
each class serving as health monitor* i 

In addition to achieving remark- 
able improvement in the health condi- 
tions of the eight schools where the 
above have "been conducted, the School 
Health Program has recently extended 
some of its activities to fifteen 
other normal and elementary schools. 

It has produced even wider ef- 
fects by training teachers to carry 
on the same program in the other 
schools of Free China* A textbook 
has been published: "School Health 
and" HeaXtETEducatidh, " "which: is " how ' " 
the standard text in normal schools, 
where it has been made a compulsory 

course* The Committee has instituted a Department of Health Education as a 
formal department of the Normal University - which has an enrollment of over 
1,^00 students, several hundred from overseas Chinese communities of South- 
east Asia* 

Each summer the administrators of 
the School Health Program conduct a re- 
fresher course and seminar, not only for 
hygiene teachers, doctors and nurses of 
schools in which the program is in force 
but, perhaps most important, for the 
school supervisors and inspectors from 
all the twenty-two school districts of 
Free China. 




BEING BRAVE ABOUT THAT INJECTION 




SAFE WATER FOR THE CHILDREN 



All this has been done on a very 
limited budget. Less than $60,000 has 
been spent in three years of operation. 
The Program's success is due to the 
wholehearted cooperation of the National 
Institute of Health, the Provincial 
Department- of- Education,- and tbe-many ■ - 
doctors, nurses and other technical 
persons who have volunteered their time 
and energies. 



AMERICAN BUREAU FOR MEDICAL AID TO CHINA, INC. - 1790 Broadway, New York 19, N.Y. 

President, Dr. Magnus I. Gregersen; Vice Presidents , Mr. Donald M. Brodie, Dr. Co 
Tui, Dr. H. R. Edward, nr. J. Heng Liu, Dr. Frank L. Meleney, Mr. Walter S. Root, 
Dr. A. E. Severinghaus, Dr. Harry P. Smith, Dr. Jerome P. Webster; Treasurer, 
Mr. James A. MacKay; Asst. Treasurer, Mr. Carter Ransom; Secretary, Mr* Joseph C. 
Wei; Executive Director , Dr. B. A. Gsrside; Asst. Exec. Director 3 Mr. Allen Lau. 



Contributions are income-tax deductible. 
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Dear Friends: 



of mimeographed letter rece 



Address for First Class letters only: 

Presbyterian Mission, Taegu Branch 
APO 59, San Francisco, Calif. 

Address for all packages: 

Presbyterian Mission, Taegu, Korea 

August 27, 1955 




We are happy to report that we can again use Army postal services (see 
APO address above) — for personal letters only. 

We wish to report on the progress of our new building construction pro- 
gram, which, in the wake of tvar and the unrelieved hardship which is Korea's, is a 
great encouragement to all, but which, caught in the maelstrom of national inflation, 
has also caused much concern to. us. The neW-Kurses Dormitory (to replace rotted- 
out Army squad tents used for the past 6 
years), with office, class and demonstra- 
tion rooms, will be fully occupied within 
two weeks; but we are still without plumb- 
ing and heating facilities for it, due to fi- 
nancial limitations. A large new dining 
hall-auditorium for the nurses and staff, 
also minus any plumbing and heating, is 
already in use. The new Out- Patient 
Clinic Building, to replace that lost by 
fire in 1940 and now being built by fire in- 
surance money (as of 1940), is now a hol- 
low but well-built shell without windows, 
doors or utilities; but at least the roof is 
on, and whenever we get funds t o complete 
it, it will be an impressively beautiful mo- 
dern building indeed. These structures 
have long been sorely-needed components 
of Taegu Presbyterian Hospital, and we would urge you to join us in prayeivthat these 
may soon be completed, V v _ 



If you are wondering why we did not "first sit down and count the cost, 
whether we had enough to complete it " and adjust our plans to money in hand, we 
would like to say this by way of extreme simplification: All the cement and lumber 
used was delivered to us free by the U. S. Air Force (which had long occupied our 
Taegu Presbyterian componnd), including the steel girders of an airplane hangar, 
in June 1954, on condition that we use it immediately to construct these buildings. 
Thanks to the very providential arrival in July, 1954, of Mr. Jayong Cho (son of a 
close friend of Dr # Samuel Moffett) fresh from the Harvard School of Civil Engineer- 
ing and M.I.T,, we were able in August 1954, to start constructing good buildings 
which at that time would cost well within the $49,000 on hand (available from our 
Korea Mission). Up to then, thz > -dplL&jr -hwau, rate of exchange had followed pretty 
well the inflation of the hwan, *o that the buying power of the dollar had been quite 
steady. But in October, 1954, aft©!? building was well under way, the dollar -hwan 

r fM\fPS» spiF Tn° n ^Tc^Tn^ COStS SO ° n ' 

HERON IS UNCLASSIFIED 1 
PATE sYs797 m&*/AMks ... ■ 



New Nurses Dormitory (Sept. 2, 1955," 
when HO nurses moved in). Still with- 
out heating or plumbing. 
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doubled and then tripled* What should have cost us only $49,000 was soon costing 
us $85,000. (Without Mr. Cho's personal sacrifice and skilled know-how as chief 
architect-engineer and without the Air Force supply of basic building materials as 
an AFAK project, the same job done by a Korean contractor would have cost us about 
$250,000 and not been as good). By acquiring a personal loan of $10,000, we have 
been able to keep the work moving along to an efficient stopping point (which is just 
now being reached). Through donations given by you friends and through an appro- 
priation of $11,000 promised us by the United Nations (UNKRA), the amount needed 
to complete these buildings is now only $22,000, provided the Korean economy does 
not go into another tail-spin right away, (The newspapers last week reported that 
the ROK Government has suddenly quadrupled the salaries of government employees. 
Also, the price of rice has almost doubled within one month.) These things, aside 
from the usual pressing aspects of our radical center, keep life from ever becoming 
dull or routine, and they daily drive us to our knees for needed personal strength 
and wisdom and patience. . . , 

One should never think of a hospital in terms of brick, concrete, or the 
amount of floor space. The heart of the Presbyterian Hospital will always be the 
individual patient, a human child or mother or old man in real distress. A letter 
like this cannot make vivid the seven mangled children who unwittingly detonated 
a hidden land-mine on the way to school this spring and who were rushed ten miles 
by truck to our hospital; nor can it portray the day-and-night fight, by Christian 
doctors and nurses who care, to restore to health and strength the four who were 
not dead on arrival. Incidentally, young victims of land mines, napalm bomb deto- 
nators and hand grenades found in the fields, victims of gasoline burns and of auto- 
railroad and industrial accidents treated this year in our hospital still number 
many hundreds. 

4 $ $ age a|c $ 

We love to hear from you, and we count on your prayers for us more 
than you may realize. 



Sincerely yours, in His service 






Pus an Arel^Pmmand 

APO 59 > San Francisco 
28 October 1955 



Mr. Alfred Kohlberg 
1 West 37th Street 
New York 18, N Y 



Dear Sir: 

I have read with considerable interest both your letter" of the 
12th and the article from the SATURDAY EVENING POST. 

I shall try to answer your questions as candidly and impartially 
as possible based of course on my own experience. 

First, it is true that extraordinary security measures are neces- 
sary for any equipment or materials left on job sites. Otherwise the 
pilferage rate, normally high here, would become prohibitive. 

No one who has been exposed to present day Korea can deny that 
wholesale corruption and inefficiency exists. In this regard the article 
presents a reasonably accurate picture. Certain of the practices which 
we automatically label corrupt are in fact customary here if not through- 
out the entire Far East* 

The governmental inefficiency is, too, only to be expected of a people 
who only ten years ago began to think for themselves after an occupation 
which lasted for decades • Whatever efficiency might have been at- 
tained during the period 19U5 - 1950 was of course swept aside with 
the war which, although considered a minor police action in some 
circles, was certainly a major conflict to natives of Korea. 

Without reservation, therefore, I urge you to continue your 
solicitations for worthwhile activities like the Presbyterian Hospital 
at Taegu, where outstanding work has been carried on for years. There 
is, in my opinion, nothing to be gained by withholding help from 
miserable human beings because their government stands in need of 
improvement. We can only hope that amelioration of the condition of 
the individual will eventually be expanded to include improvements in 
the economy and government of the nation. 

Such activities as the Presbyterian Mission in Taegu are deeply 
engaged in this program* While caring for the sick or orphaned in- 
dividual they are simultaneously educating other individuals to do 
likewise. They are succeeding in spite of local conditions and need 
your spiritual as well as material encouragement to carry on. 

I hope that my comments will be of some little assistance to 
you # Please contact me further if you feel that I can furnish any 
additional information. 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 




Sincerely 




Thomas E. Dowd, Jr ^ 
Captain, Corps of Engineers 
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Republic of Korea 

MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS 

Sept. 19, 1955 

Miss Anna E. Murray 
Alfred Kohlberg Inc. 
1 West 37th Street 

New York 16, N # Y. b 6 

b7C 

Dear Miss Murray, 

In resp onse to our inquiry of May 18 concernin g! I 

| ^l who run a hospital near Taegu, Korea, we have just 

received a report from the Ministry of Home Affairs, " — ■.. ■ _ - — 

The report states that: 
Present situation — the Tongsan Christian Hospital in Taegu has 
been in existence since 1899 and was established under the direction 
of the Overseas Depatment of the American Northern Presbyterian Missions. 
^he hospital has depatment s for internal, external medecine, pediatrics 
and obstetrics, and a dental clinic. It has a capacity of 250 to 300. 
As its annex it has an orphanage and a Nurses 1 School with 70 students. 
There are 25 doctors and 160 employes on its staff. Its grounds cover Jk^ 
some 100 acres, with a nurses' dormitory, and a restaurant and examination 
quarters are now under construction. At the time of the Communist aggres- 
sion the Korean National Police Hospital was annexed to the hospital, and 
has since been also serving police personnel, particularly since Oct. 195U, 
when a department for artificial limbs was created. It has since served 
300 crippled persons. It receives some 30$ of its operational funds from 
missionary organizations, the rest from patient care. 
Outlook — the hospital which has been active in Korea for over fifty 
years has excellent standing and good prospects for the future. It ^.+4 
offers free treatment to the population and its work is considered of 
great value for K orea. 

Personal data — | [ was born of American missionaj?y 

parents in Tcintao, Miina. He studied at the Pyongyang Secondary School, b f 
was graduated from Davidson University in 1937 and received his M.D. b7c 
degree at Pennsylvania University in 19Ul. He served with the U.S # Army 
during World War II with the rank of major, between \9h2 and 19U6. His 
reputation in Korea i.s of tha best. 
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■ j twenty six years old, is a nurse, graduate 

of Vansylbis (? -Vanderbilt?) University and heads the nursing school at 

the hospital. 

We hope this information will be of use to you. x he 
delay in obtaining this information was caused by the fact that we 
had requested a complete investigation and report. 

.^erj^in^ereljfi yours, 

(Mrs.) Rita Havivi 
Secretary to the Ambassador 




FRED ICOHLIIElfe 
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Mr. Tolson... 
Mr. Nichols! 
Mr. &■ 
Mr. 



WISCONSIN 



Ir. Rowan Gaither, Jr. ^ 
President, Ford Foundation 
477 Madison Avenue 
New York 22, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Gaither: 



STREET 




JUST OFF FIFTH AVE. 



NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 



January 10, 1956 



Mr. Parsons__ 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Tamm 




Mr. IJease__ 

Mr. V/interrowd_ 



Tele. Room_ 



Mr. Holloman 

Miss Gandy 



Thank you for your kind attention to my letter of November 4th. I am 
happy to know that you are not relying entirely on the advice of the pseudo-schola 
Harold R. Isaacs, Robert C. North and Mary Wright, and that your $420,000. grant 
to Columbia for a study of 4i Men and Politics in Modern China" was not made on 
their recommendation. Before answering your second letter I had hoped to see Dr. 
Boorman, director of this study at Columbia, but he has been out of town, and now I 
am leaving for Hawaii without an opportunity to ta lk to him. My questions on his 
project are covered in my letter to him of even date. Copy enclosed. 

But what I want to write you about is not in Dr. Boorman's bailiwick any 
way. The recent announcement of your magnificent $500 million gift to education and 
medicine only makes the matter more pertinent. The press was almost unanimous in 
its praise of that action; only the Daily Worker complaining that you had omitted their/ 
Jefferson School. 





Over the years the Rockefeller Foundation pioneered in the very fWld 
of good works which Ford is now entering on so vast a scale. With Rockefeller's work 
in China, I had some slight familiarity. Many millions went into its China Medical 
Board, which established standards of medical education and medicine that could not 
have been reached without it. Other projects took more millions, mostly of very prac- 
tical value. But all these good millions were destroyed in their usefulness by the results 
of a few millions spent in so-called "Asian studies. 91 

C^***' I refer to the few millions given the Institute of Pacific Relations, the 

Council on Foreign Relations, the Council of Learned Societies, and some of the uni- 
versities. These millions kept alive these Communist-infiltrated centers for induc- 
ing the United States to gaily cut its own throat in the Pacific. 

-/ ,y £ c * ^ 

For instance, Rockefeller (Carnegie, also) paid for the campaign that 
began with T. A, Bisson's widely circulated article in the 4 Fa r (Ears te^n Survey v of 
July 14, 1943. Bisson said: * 2 




:**A year before Pearl Harbor, therefore, two ChinJ§§ jfcd fl^rt r>>»»flt <*y p yffi 11 e is / 
now generally called Kuomintang China; the other is called Communist China, floweve, 
Vjthese are only party labels. To be more descriptive, one might be called feudal; the 




"i other, democratic China. ...Communist China. ...has thrown off the feudal incubus. .... 
g ^ecji^^cou^ci|lg ^.gancl elected executive >fficials have con pletely s lpplar ed old ;> 



^and elected executive officials have completely supplanted the old 



# 

"autocratic system of feudal agrarian China By no stgetch of the imagination can 

this be termed Communism; it is, in fact, the essence of bourgeois democracy, applied 
mainly to agrarian conditions ,..." 

These few bad millions poured into Asian studies sold the U.S.A. on 
China's Agrarian Reformers and induced us to embargo ammunition to Chiang Kai-shek 
for his American arms, and to blow up in India or dump in the Indian Ocean his entire 
reserve, after V- J Day. The final result included the destruction of 40 years of Rock- 
efeller philanthropy in China. In spite of my open letters in 1944 and a series of confer- 
ences between Rockefeller and me in 1945, the subsidization of treason continued. As 
recently as 1954, Rockefeller's president testified that they never investigated my 
charges. They exhibited annoyance with me, instead of with the pro-Communists who 
misled them. Very sad, but very human. 

When you sent Harold Isaacs and Robert North around the U.S. to study 
what should be done in "Asia Studies 9 ' for Ford cash, you threw the fear of God into 
academic circles. They knew that these two "leaned to one side." To scholars who 
needed foundation money for research or publication, if they were to advance in their 
chosen field, that seemed to mean **toe the (Party) line or else." With historians 
working for the Government trying to please the powers-that-be, and the supposedly 
free academic world catering to a few left of center foundations, History itself is due 
for a beating. One horrible example is the book 4 'The China Tangle" financed by you. 
A few million more down the same alley and truth will be sunk without trace. 

May I suggest that you engage a competent outfit (not absent-minded schol- 
ars, but real investigators) to list all monies appropriated by Rockefeller and Carnegie 
for political studies since the Russian Revolution. Then let them evaluate the results. 
A few business men on your Board with their background of judging by results, if not 
brainwashed by your Phd's, will, I feel sure, agree with me that: 

(1) If 38 years and millions of Rockefeller and Carnegie money in Foreign Policy stu- 
dies produced bad, or questionable, or no results, it is a good field for Ford to skip. 

(2) As trustees they cannot justify risking the reputation of Ford in a controversial 
political field, where their predecessors have garnered naught but abuse. 

If, in spite of all, they itch to get into the ideological struggle, try my 
side, for a change. As an example may I suggest the very educational report of the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee entitled **The Communist Party of the U.S. - A handbook for 
Americans" dated Dec. 21, 1955, reprinted in a trade edition unabridged by The Book- 
mailer, Box 101, Murray Hill Station, New York 16, for one dollar postpaid. rfTcould 
well be required reading for every American. 

Why risk letting $5 or $10 million in "Asia studies" cast a bad odor on 
100 times that in good works over the next ten years ? In Pharaoh's dream, 7 lean kine 
ate the 7 fat kine. In the Rockefeller nightmare, a few bad millions gobbled up scores 
of good millions, in the informed public paind of China and the U.S.A. In political af- 
fairs Money Corrupts, and Absolute Money Corrupts Absolutely. 




Dr. Howard L. Boorman 
Columbia University 
429 West 117th Street 
New York 27, N. Y. 

Dear Sir: 

It is unfortunate that your out-of-town schedule and my limited working 
hours made it impossible for us to meet before I leave for Hawaii tomorrow. Your 
letter and those of the Ford Foundation clear some of the ambiguity from Ford's 
$420,000 study of u Men & Politics in Modern China" under your direction. 

You tell me you will do a job of research in preparation of a biographic 
dictionary of Chinese since 1911, in line with Dr. Arthur Hummel's "Eminent Chinese 
of the Ch'ing Period" (2 vols. U.S.GovtJPrinting Office). The difficulties of your job 
are set forth in Dr. Hummel's introduction, where he explains why he only covered 
the 3 centuries of the Manchus, because he considered scholarly standards could not 
be maintained in biographies of living men. I have heard that Dr. Hummel, since his 
retirement, has been seeking a grant to do a biographic dictionary of the approximately 
300 years preceding the Ch'ing— that is, the Ming period. If correct, it would under- 
line the difficulties you face. 

And yet the importance of your job to America cannot be overstated. 
The harm that biased studies can do to our country is suggested in the enclosed copy 
of letter to Mr. Gaither. 



Alfred Kohlberg 

1 WEST 37? STREET 

New York i e. N Y. 

January 10, 1956 




To point up the difficulties of your assignment, I cite the cases of two 
Chinese—one the Liberator of Shanghai, one a Cabinet Minister of the New China. 
■'Who's Who in Modern China," published in Hong Kong 1954, says of them: 

M Du Yueh-seng (Tu Yung) Born 1887. Banker and industrialist; most influential 
resident in former French Concession, Shanghai; well-known public welfare worker." 
Then follows a list of directorships in banks, hospitals, etc. 

4> Chu Hsiieh-fan. .. .leading figure in the Labor Consultative Movement in Chungking 
....he went later to North China Communist areas. ...since Minister of Posts and Tele- 
communications, concurrently Vice-Chairman Headquarters of the Labor Union, 
Communist China." 

"Who's Who in Modern China" doesn't reveal that: 

Du Yueh-seng , as you may know, was the Al Capone of Shanghai; became a great patriot 
during the Sino- Japanese War, made his racketeers into an anti- Japanese and anti- 
Communist underground; said to have talked the Japanese into flying him to Chungking 
after Pearl Harbor (sounds impossible) and returned to Shanghai in an American jeep 
from Hangchow Aug. 15, 1945 to take ever from the Japanese to keep out Communists 

ALL !!¥0RMAT5Cf} CON'UUiiaj ^ 
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until the U. S. could fly Chiang's troops in. 

Chu Hsueh-fan was origihally a lieutenant of Du Yueh-seng in the opium racket (see 
* 'Sharks Fins & Millet' * by Ilona Ralph Sues). During the war he became a labor leader, 
came to U.S. in 1943, is said to have induced the A.F.of L. and C.I.O. to turn over to 
him $500,000 they had appropriated for United China Relief. 

In November 1946, hearing that Du Yueh-seng had certain documents of 
interest, I called on him in a secret apartment in Grosvenor House, Shanghai. With 
him was Chu Hsueh-fan, so I was put in an adjoining room with Du's son to keep me 
company. The conversation between Du and Chu came through the French doors, and 
sounded quite acrimonious. Not understanding Chinese I asked Vincent Du what was 
being said. He told me his Dad said to Chu: 

**When you worked for me in the opium racket you were an honest racketeer. When 
you branched out into Unionism, that was a downward step; but now you have gone down 
into the Communist racket with the scum of China, the running dogs of the Russkys. 
Just for money. Don't disgrace me and all your former associates. Don't let the 
Commies blackmail you into staying— I'll protect you." 

I never saw either of them again. Du fled the Communists to Hong Kong 
in 1948 or 49, where he died. Chu is now a Cabinet Minister in Peking. How can you 
rely on scholarly sources and still get the facts in hundreds of cases like this? How 
cover Chou En-lai's actual start as a hatchet man? 

t 

What I fear is that you'll do the best you can with t he kind of researchers 
you'll get at Columbia; your books will be published and placed in every library; nobody 
will ever put up another $420,000 to revise and correct your "history;" and so, as 
far as the English speaking world goes, Chinese history from 1912 to 1955 will be set 
by you. As a miniature example I refer you to Fairbank, Schwartz and Brandt's "A 
Documentary History of Chinese Communism," with its excerpts from Chinese Com- 
munist documents and the angled comment of the authors in between. As the only book 
making available pertinent excerpts from so many documents p it is fast becoming the 
bible of cur young * 'scholars," in spite of the bias that went into its editing. 

Some day, when China is free again P I would hope Chinese scholars might 
do an analysis of the propoaganda, disguised as scholarship, issued in America. It 
would be valuable to future American scholars, and maybe even to future G.I.'s who 
wouldn't be sent to fight the wrong wars again. 

When I return to New York, I'll call you for an appointment. 
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Kohlberg 
37th"~Street _ 
18, New York 



Dear Mr- Kohlberg: 



Your generous comments concerning the Foundation's 
recent appropriations for college faculty salaries, voluntary 
nonprofit hospitals and medical education, contained in your 
letter of January 10, are deeply appreciated. 

The aim of the Trustees in making these gifts was 
two- fold: to provide needed support for institutions which 
are basic to the strength and growth of our country^ and to 
call attention to the needs of these institutions so that t 
even more private giving will be directed toward these in- 
stitutions in the future. 




§0 



In undertaking to support studies in international 
affairs it is the Foundation's earnest hope that, by strength- 
ening American knowledge and scholarship, it can help our 
country meet more effectively than in the past its increasing 
responsibility in world affairs- 
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I WEST 37 T - H STREET <^^> JUST OFF FIFTH AVE. 

NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 

February 23, 1956 

Mr, Rowan Gaither, Jr. 
President, Ford Foundation 
477 Madison Avenue 
New York 22, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Gaither; 

Your letter of February 6 expresses your Foundation's 
"earnest hope" that piles of Ford money can strengthen "American knowl- 
edge" of world affairs and improve American scholarship. Why you should 
cherish such a hope and sell it to your Trustees after the record of the 
past 13 years is beyond me. My letter of January 10th called your attention 
to this record and suggested an unbiased investigation by your Trustees. In 
that letter I referred to Rockefeller's sad record in China. Ford seems 
already involved up to its eyebrows. Yet you not only fail to answer my 
questions--you fail even to refer to them. 

You neglect to tell me whether you recommended the investi- 
gation I suggested to your Trustees. I am sure they will agree that there 
are some things that money cannot buy. Among them are "knowledge" and 
"scholarship" for which you express an "earnest hope"; "reputation" 
whose defense I suggested as your duty, and "f riendship" for which the U.S. 
has spent $50 billion since the war. 
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May I urge that, no matter how lightly you regard my warn- 
ing that you are already heavily involved with fellow-travelers, you recom- 
mend to your Trustees as a minimum: 

(1) Investigation of the results of Rockefeller, Carnegie and Ford 
subsidies in Asia studies; 



(2) Investigation of Ford grants to known fellow-travelers. 

Should your Trustees have doubts as to where, how and whether 
to conduct such an investigation, I should be happy to make available to them 
such knowledge and experience as I may have. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 



HERBH IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATE_s2^2_ BY flVMfes 



Very truly yours, 
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NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 

April 25, 1956 
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Senator James O. Eastland 
Senate Office Building 
Washington 25, D, C # 

My dear Senator : 




In his column of April 16th, George E. Sokolsky reported: 

Burgess, the Spy, 
Writes a Column 



$$$$$$$$$$ 

Burgess says that he wrote a speech for his chief 
in the Foreign Office which "ran roughly as follows": 

"The Chinese People's Government is a govern- 
ment of Chinese people by Chinese people and for 
Chinese people. That is why we have recognized it 
and that is why it is surprising that, the United States 
has not got around to doing so." 



He met in Washington American officials who 
agreed with him about Red China. He does not say 
who they were. He attributes the American failure to 
recognize Red China to the China Lobby, of which 
Alfred Kohlberg says he is the sole proprietor, although 
I am willing to claim a participation, and the Right 
Wing of the Republican Party, which in the United 
States Senate is the leadership of that party. He 
apparently does not believe that the voters have any 
interest in the matter. 



Burgess was in the British Embassy in Washington from 
October 1950 to May 1951. If his statement is truthful, then there were 
American .officials doing Moscow's work in Washington at that time; and 
that time was after the Chinese Reds came into the Korean War. 



Any American official who supported Red Chinese entry 
into the U« N. at that particular time obviously skirted close to "aid and 
comfort*' to our enemies. The following month (in the Mac Arthur Hear- 
ings) Senator Bridges asked Secretary of Sate Acheson: _ 



"Senator Bridges. When Mr, Rusk stated 
that the anti-Communist National Govern- 
ment of China is more representative of the 
Chinese people than the Communist govern- 
ment of China. Was he correct? 

"Secretary Acheson. He was voicing the 
policy which the administration has con- 
sistently followed. 

"Senator Bridges. Then if we do have a 
China lobby in this country, which I know 
nothing about, in reality it is supporting the 
policy of the Government of the United 
States, is it not? 

"Secretary Acheson. If that is what it was 
doing it would be supporting the policy, yes. 
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"Senator Bridges. And we' reed 
the so-called People's Government of China 
is strongly pro- Communist, and is killing 
Americans, and is our foremost enemy in a 
limited war today? 

"Secretary Acheson. Yes, sir. NOT RECORDED 

"Senator Bridges*. And*if we find thatlnire MAY 1 1956 

are members of the China Communist lobby 
in this country who have been using their 

various powers and operations, and if^?!™ - ~ " ""^ 

find some of them are within the Amer- 
ican Government, inasmuch as we fired Gen- 
eral MacArthur, or General MacArthur was 
fired because he differed with the policy of 
ths American Government, should they not 
ilr-fired immediately? 

"Secretary Acheson. I presume that would 
be the proper action." 




I have just received JHtemo reading: 



^>^f • ••••••» Deputy Director C.I.A. previously Professor at . . . . . . 

> met last December with a student group at Harvard in the afternoon 
coffee hour, said 'We are all disciples of George Kennan, 1 Later at 
a dinner he said: 'Our biggest problem is conditioning the American 
people to the necessity for the admission of Red China to the U.N.* 
This was a small dinner group with 9 Professors and 3 students present." 

A year and a half ago Walter Winchell charged similar activity to 
the State Department itself, I queried the Secretary of State and received an 
answer from his Special Assistant, Roderic L. O'Connor, as follows: 

"The Secretary asked me to say in response to your question, 4 Is there 
any basis at all for the reports of Walter Winchell and others that your 
Department is giving renewed consideration to the recognition of Red 
China either by us or by the United Nations?', that there is absolutely 
no basis at all for such reports. The Secretary added that you were 
entirely free to *pass on, 1 this information." 

Prof. Golovachev presented his documentary proof that Stalin had 
been a Czarist spy to Henry Luce, publisher of TIME-LIFE, on May 29, 1951, 
Only now that Khrushchev is pulling down the statues of "good old Joe;" that 
General Orlov is finally ready to talk; and that even the DAILY WORKER is 
confirming Moscow's depravity j did LIFE decide Golovachev 's material could 
be used. The criminality of the Soviet dictators is still beyond American com- 
prehension or belief. 

This seems a good time to go further into the Moscow-Peking Axis 
within the U.S. (and British) Governments. Maybe now some other Golovachevs 
and Orlovs will come forward to reveal the Washington network built by Stalin 
and his even bloodier imitator, Mao Tse-tung, 

Two men who were very close to the Chinese Communist conspir- 
acy and to our State Department's pro-Communists and pinkoes, who were admir- 
ers of Stalin and Mao Tse-tung, are Edgar Snow, formerly of the Saturday^jEvetung 
Post, and Theodore White, now of Colliers. According to testimony before your 
Committee their books were used for brainwashing or indoctrinating American 
G.I.'s or P.O.W.'s. 



I knew them both as fundamentally decent and originally idealistic, 
I would hope the current revelations would induce them to co-operate fully with 
your Committee. May I suggest you offer them the opportunity. The purpose is 
not to prove Party membership, but to expose the friends of Burgess whom even 
Sec. Acheson agreed should be fired. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) Alfred Kohlberg 
AK:am •• — — — — 
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Senator Green. It is about time for the Senate to convene, and^ 
perhaps we can hear one more witness, I will call upon Mr. Kohlberg. 
The others are here from Washington, and he is from out-of-town, and 
that is the reason I give him preference. 

STATEMENT OF ALFRED KOHIBEKG, NEW YORK, N. T. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Thank you very much. Mr. Chairman and Senator 
Smith, my name is Alfred Kohlberg, of 1 West 37th Street, New York 
18, N. Y. I am appearing here as an individual without organiza- 
tional backing, to call your attention to a carefully thought out, de- 
tailed, statement of foreign policy proposed by 70 Americans of some 
competence. I am 1 of the 70 signers. 

Among the signers are 3 former Ambassadors, 9 general officers of 
the Army and Air Force, 6 of the same rank in the Navy, 3 members 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the House, and other distin- 
guished Americans with special competence in the field of foreign re- 
lations. 

I might mention that Senators Bridges and Bricker gave this pro- 
gram general endorsement in recorded statements being broadcast 
tonight on Mutual network's "State of the Nation" program. 

PROGRAM OF "COMMITTEE OF ENDORSERS" 

Several members of your committee have publicly called for a 
thorough reexamination of American world policy. This call has 
been taicen up and echoed and reechoed in the press. To save the time 

of your committee, I offer this program of the Committee of En- 
dorsers for your record, without reading it. 
(The statement referred to is^as follows;) 

[The New York Times, February 28, 1955] 

A. In a Republic, all policy must be a function of public consent. We, the 
undersigned, therefore submit to our fellow citizens a program to govern our 
foreign relations. 

B. The independent sovereignty of the United States must forever remain the 
ultimate objective of American foreign policy. This objective can best be at- 
tained in a peaceful community of free and sovereign nations, guided in their 
relationship by minimum standards of law and equity. To this end, it is the 
hope of Americans that governments be constituted to derive their lawful powers 
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from the consent of the governed, and that peoples everywhere enjoy the dignity 
and freedom which is their grant from the Almighty. 

C. As such a world develops, should hreaches of such minimum standards 
threaten its security, the United States would dedicate its leadership and its 
power to enforcing just settlements alone or in cooperation with like-minded 
nations temporarily willing to act under its leadership. Under other circum- 
stances the United States would maintain neutrality. 

D. The greatest present obstacle to the attainment of the above-stated objec- 
tives is the existence of the Communist dictatorship, and its world agencies. 
Our aim must be to neutralize, isolate, reduce and eventually eliminate Commu- 
nist power. This policy of firmness does not mean we favor preventive war. 
Nevertheless, our enemies should be set on notice that— -however grim the pros- 
pect — we will not shrink from war if the Kremlin forces us to choose between 
conflict and surrender to Communist slavery. 

Specifically, we propose that the Government of the United States : 

1. Mobilize the strongest possible deterrents to war—military, psychologi- 
cal, political and economic. 

2. Return to those traditional American policies which sustained us in the 
past, especially : 

(a) The policies recommended by President 1 George Washington in 
his Farewell Address. 

(6) The Monroe Doctrine. * 

(c) The Open Door Policy as defined in the Nine Power Treaty of 
1922. 

3. Exterminate the Communist conspiracy in the United States. 

4. Withdraw recognition from the Soviet Union and its satellites. 

5. Employ all measures to sap the economic strength of the Communist 
world. 

6. Scrupulously observe present military alliances (where such alliances 
are in truth honored by our contracting allies), and form new alliances only 
for the period of the emergency. 

7. Extend military and economic aid only to cooperating allies. 

8. Wage unremitting psychological warfare against Communist regimes, 
including aid to effective anti-Communist exile, underground, and resistance 
groups based on the principles of the Golden Rule. 

9. Return to open diplomacy, except where military security imposes 
secrecy. 

^10. Oppose all activities which tend toward staite, supergovernment, or 
( ,e transfer of decisions for American security and welfare to foreign powers 
and/or foreign nationals. To this end, press for the expulsion of Communist 
member-states from the UN. Reform the UN by removing all semblance 
of a permanent military alliance and separate it from its specialized agencies. 
Amend our Constitution to provide that neither; the UN Charter, nor 
treaties, nor covenants, shall supersede it 

11. Base American foreign policy solidly on moral law, patriotism, en- 
lightened nationalism and the teachings of Christ. 

Col. Ulius Louis Amoss, Gibson Island, H. B. Lundberg, Lansing, Mich. 

Md. Eugene Lyons, Pleasantville, N. Y. 

Miss t Robley Baskerville, Pan Diego, Clarence Manion, South Bend, Ind. 

Calif. Adolphe Monjou, Beverly Hills, Calif. 

Congressman Alvin M. Bentley, Michi- Archbishop Michael, New York, N. Y. 

gan Col. Lucian B. Moody, Washington, 
E. Manchester Boddy, Pauma Valley, D. C. 

Calif. V. O. Overcash, Cut Bank, Mont. 

Lt. Gen. Lewis H. Brereton, Winter William F. Peter, Chicago, 111. 

Park, Fla. Paul A. Redmond, Birmingham, Ala. 

Basil Brewer, New Bedford, Mass. John Dos Passos, Baltimore, Md. 

Ray Brock, New York, N. Y. Harold S. Falk, Milwaukee, Wis. 

James Burnham, Kent, Conn. Gen. John R. Hodge (retired), Fayette- 
Maj. Gen. Claire L. Chennault, Taipei, viile, N. C. , 

Taiwan Commodore Frederick G. Reinicke, New 
Dr. Kenneth Colegrove, Evanston, 111. York, N. Y. 

Adm. Charles M. Cooke, Sonoma, Calif. Dr. E. Merrill Root, Richmond, Ind. 

Ambassador James H. R. Cromwell, George S. Schuyler, New York, N. Y. 

Washington, D. C. Congressman Timothy P. Sheehan, Illi- 
Thomas J. Cuite, Washington, D. C. nois 
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Igor I. Sikorsky, Bridgeport, Conn. 
William Philip Simms, Washington, 
D. C. 

Congressman Lawrence H. Smith, Wis- 
consin 

Congressman Wint Smith, Kansas \ 
Adm. William H. Standley, Coronado, 
Calif. 

Judge Harlan Melville Steely, Jr., Dan- 
ville, 111. 

Dr. J. W. Storer, Tulsa, Okla. 

Lt. Gen. George E. Stratemeyer, Winter 
Park, Fla. 

Ambassador J. Leighton Stuart, Wash* 
ington, D. C. 

Miss Freda Utley, Washington, D. C. 

Col. William E. Warner, Columbus, 
Ohio 

Lt. Gen. Albert O. Wedemeyer, New 

York, N. Y. 
Robert H. W. Welch, Jr., Cambridge, 

Af ass 

Brig. Gen. W. H. Wilbur, Highland Park, 

Ma {. Gen. Charles A. Will oughby,! New 

York, N. Y. \ 
Adm. H. E. Yarnell, Newport, R. I, 
Dr. Roscoe Pound, Boston, Mass. 
Robert E. Vogeler, New York, N. Y. 



Hon. Charles Edison, West Orange, N. J. 
Brig. Gen. Bonner Fellers, Washington, 
D. C. 

Rev. James W. Fifield, Jr., Los Angeles, 
Calif. 

Devin A. Garrity, New York, N. Y. 
James H. Gipson, Caldwell, Idaho 
Congressman Ralph W. Gwinn, New 
York 

J. Evetts Haley, Canyon, Tex. 
Adm. Thomas C. Hart, Sharon, Conn. 
Maj. Gen. Frank E. Lowe, Harrison, 
Maine 

Ward Bond, Beverly Hills, Calif. 
Dr. William Lee Hart, San Antonio, 
Tex. 

Conrad N. Hilton, Beverly Hills, Calif. 
Gordon Hunter, Hartford, Conn. 
Congressman Donald L. Jackson, Cali- 
fornia 

Rear Adm. I. C. Johnson, Laguna Beach, 
Calif. 

Richard Lloyd Jones, Tulsa, Okla. 
H. V. Kaltenborh, New York, N. Y. 
Frank Kirkpatrick, Milwaukee, Wis. 
Alfred Kohlberg, New York, N. Y. 
Ambassador Arthur Bliss Lane, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 
Gov. J. Bracken Lee, Utah 
William Loeb, Manchester, N. H. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Mr. Chairman, the preamble to this program briefly 
states America's policy objectives, and the kind of world toward 
which we should steadily press. The 11 numbered paragraphs are 
specific policies designed to attain such a world. 

I offer this for your consideration. In doing so, I quote your 
chairman, Senator George, as reported in the debate on the Formosa 
resolution : 

Let every member answer, on his conscience, the question of what is his 
alternative * * * That is the challenge. What is the alternative? 

Until such an alternative is offered by some branch of Government, 
I think it not unfair to use this careful statement of objectives and 
policies to measure the foreign aid proposals now before you. 

PRINCIPLES FOB FOREIGN AID PROGRAM 

The most pertinent paragraphs are : 

5. Employ all measures to sap the economic strength of the Communist 
world. 

7. Extend military and economic aid only to cooperating allies. 

8. Wage unremitting psychological warfare against Communist regimes, 
including aid to effective anti-Communist exile, underground, and resistance 
groups, based on the principles of the Golden Kule. 

I might interpolate that that is what Senator Douglas proposed, 
although on a scale much smaller than our program would envisage. 

These measures are perfectly simple. In World Wars I and II, we 
applied such measures to sap the economic strength of our enemy. 
Trading with the enemy was forbidden to our nationals. Pressure 
was brought on others to reduce their trading with our enemies to 
a minimum. Both our aid and our trade should now be directed to 
this end. 
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If these policies were to be followed, all aid to neutrals would be 
stricken, from this appropriation. Aid to allies who failed, after a 
reasonable period, to cooperate with our measures against the Soviet 
power, would be reexamined and reduced, or canceled. 

Money would be appropriated for such guerrilla forces as might 
exist, and could be reached, in China, in Albania, and elsewhere. 
Anti-Communist political and propaganda organizations in neutral 
nations would be stimulated by small sums as an addition to, or a 
substitute for, USIA activities. 

And I might again interpolate, Mr. Chairman, that Senator Doug- 
las seemed to leave out China when he mentioned the nations, and as 
the China lobby, I would like to protest the omission. 

To be specific on foreign aid in the brief time allotted me, I take 
the case of India. ^ Under this Committee of Endorsers' program, it 
would receive no aid, no grants, no loans, no point 4. 

If individual Americans, missionary societies and foundations wish 
to continue their aid to India, we should consider India a friend and 
permit it for the present; though these individuals should be made 
to see that they — and we in permitting it — are being generous against 
our own interest. American business investment for profit in India 
would not be permitted. 



EFFECT ON ALLIES OF PROPOSALS 

Gradually, everywhere, as our policies more closely approximated 
those laid down by the Committee of Endorsers, our allies would either 
(a) follow us step by step in burning their bridges to the Communist 
Empire, or (6) would fear these steps, and would revert to the neu- 
tralist world. 

In time, some of the neutrals, more fully realizing their peril and, 
at the same time, seeing that we had rejected appeasement, might seek 
us as allies on our terms. Among them, I would eventually hope to 
find India. 

About 55 years ago, in my last year in grammar school, I read one 
of a popular series' of books for boys. Some of the older members of 
this committee— and I think you possibly may be older than I, Sena- 
tor — may recall this. 

Senator Green. It is difficult to believe. 

Mr. Kohlberg. I understand, sir. 

You may recall this book, although it may have come out after your 
time as a boy. It was by G. A. Henty, a popular English author of 
boys' books, and it was entitled something like "Clive of India." 

Of course, I remember very little of the book, except that it made 
clear that Clive had conquered India for the British East India Co. 
with less than 10,000 British troops, largely because of the hundred 
or more independent rulers in India at that time he was the only one 
who could be trusted through thick and thin. Thus, each Indian 
rajah sought Clive as an ally against his enemies, even at the price of 
his own independence. 

When the nations of the world regard us as the Indian rulers re- 
garded Clive, when they no longer hold their breath while we negotiate 
at Teheran, Yalta, Potsdam, Moscow, Panmunjom, or Geneva, it will 
not be necessary to buy allies. 

What is the alternative ? 



^rt, I offer you an overall program against which to measure 
\^ ^ ^em in this bill; and, in closing, again quote Senator George:, 

That is the challenge. What is the alternative? 
Thank you, Senator. 
Senator Green. Thank you. 
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Mr. Carnahan. Our next witness will be Mr. Alfred Kohlberg, 
Alfred Kohlberg, Inc., 1 West 37th Street, New York 18, N.. Y. 

Mr. Kohlberg, we are glad to have you with us this morning. You 
may proceed as you wish. Do you have a prepared statement? 

STATEMENT OF ALFRED KOHLBERG, ALFRED KOHLBERG, INC., 
NEW YORK 18, N. Y. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Yes, I have a prepared statement. I would like 
to put two pages of it in the record without reading it. 
Mr. Carnahan. You may do as you wish. 

Mr. Kohlberg. My name is Alfred Kohlberg. I am chairman of 
the American China Policy Association and honorary president of the 
American Jewish League Against Communism, Inc. I am sometimes 
called Mr. China Lobby: I have tried to be investigated by this 
House and Senate for the last 6 years. Today, I am appearing only 
as an individual. 

On June 10 ; 1948, I appeared before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee in support of the Marshall plan appropriations. At that 
time I urged the adoption of a statement of national objectives. That 
testimony appears on pages 529-537 of the Senate committee hearings. 

Although Marshall plan aid was being voted to stop the spread of 
communism, I expressed the fear that some of it might go to the 
Chinese Communists. Since then I have been informed that that is 
exactly what happened. Part of the money went to CLARA (Com- 
munist Liberated Areas Relief Administration) . 

Two years ago the director of Amerika Haus in Frankfort, Ger- 
many, told me of their elaborate program to convince the Germans 
that we Americans are a cultured people. I questioned that the 
money was appropriated for that purpose. So he dug out his directive. 
I found that it stated that he was — ■ 

(a) To present American policy in the most favorable light; 

(b) To counter anti-Americnn propaganda. 
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There is nothing about culture in America. , , * ? 

That caused me to ask him if he knew what American poli? l ]i / 
He said he knew, because he had a directive, but that he could no ei ' */ 
me because the directive was classified. Only last month did I learn ' 
from Mr. Abbott Washburn, Deputy Director of the USIA that he 
was mistaken. There never was such a directive. Nobody knows 
what the foreign policy of the United States is or was, Mr. Washburn 
said in his letter to. me, because there never has been such a statement 
of overall policy. 

This confusion is exhibited by Harold Callonder, Paris correspondent 
of the New York Times, in an article put in the Congressional Record 
of April 1 6 by Senator Mansfield. Mr. Callender summed up European 
attitudes toward American policy as unfavorable because of Secretary 
Dulles 1 "rigidity * * * contrary to the advice of George F. Kennan ' L 
A deputy director of the CIA is reported to have told a small gathering 
of Harvard students and faculty last December that we are all dis- 
ciples of George Kennan. 

Yet in 1951 the McCarran committee obtained a transcript of 
George Kennan's secret statement to a conference of 30 China experts 
in the State Department, October 6, 1949. Mr. Kennan said: 

* * * J am just going to talk to you in a very informal way about what seems 
to us to be the relationship between the problem of China we are here to deal 
with and our general foreign policy. 

That term "general policy," does not signify any paper that anybody here 
can take out of a drawer and lay on the table as the measuring stick against which 
we have to stack up the component parts of policies, such as the problem of 
<-nina. There can't be any such paper and none of us here who have this status 
of planners can attempt to do anything to write anything of that sort General 
policy m this country * * * is a constantly changing thing. It is not a static 
thing which you can fix in any one paper at any one time, and it is not a finished 
tning It is, particularly at present, I think, in a state of high flux, and we 
only know a part of it. ' 

One of the experts who listened to Mr. Kennan, was former Secre- 
tary of State George C. Marshall. He did not take issue with Mr. 
Kennan 's statement. 

Last fall Secretary Dulles was kind enough to send me 5 speeches 
of his; 1 by Under Secretary Hoover and 2 by Deputy Under Secre- 
tary Murphy, which, taken together, he said expressed American 
policy. I analyzed these eight speeches with care, taking from each 
every word, phrase, and sentence that I felt expressed policy. I then 
compared these extracts with a statement of policv prepared with 
great care by a small group and signed by a total of 70 Americans of 
competence, who called themselves the Committee of Endorsers. 

Among the signers of this statement are 6 members of Congress 
(including 3 of this committee), and manv others of distinction. It 
is my opinion, after much study and consideration, that this state- 
ment of policy covers every contingency that may arise anywhere in 
the world. That is, of course, as far as what America's policy toward 
it should be. 

And each answer it would provide would help accomplish the 
definite American objectives there set forth. 

In order to save the time of this committee, I respectfully request 
that this statement, and the Dulles, Hoover, Murphy statements 
(totaling 2 pages) be placed in the record at this point without 
reading them. 

Mr. Carnaiian. Is there objection to the placing of the material in 
the record? Without objection, it will appear in the record. 
(The material referred to is as follows;) 
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(From the New York Times, Monday, February 28, 1955] 

^A. In a republic, all policy must be a function of public consent. We, the 
undersigned, therefore submit to our fellow citizens a program to govern our 
foreign relations. 

B. ^he_Jndependent sovereignty of the United States must forever remain 
the ultimate objective of American foreign policy. This objective can best be 
attained in a peaceful community of free and sovereign nations, guided in their 
relationship by minimum standards of law and equity. To this end, it is the 
hope of Americans that governments be constituted to derive their lawful powers 
from the consent of the governed, and that peoples everywhere enjoy the dignity 
and freedom which is their grant from the Almighty. 

C. As such a world develops, should breaches of such minimum standards 
threaten its security, the United States would dedicate its leadership and its 
power to enforcing just settlements alone or in cooperation with like-minded 
nations t em por an ly willin gtoactunderitsleadership. Under other circ u ms tan ces 
the United States would maintain neutrality. "* 

D. The greatest present obstacle to the attainment of the above-stated objec- 
tives is the existence of the Communist dictatorship, and its world agencies. Our 
aim must be to neutralize, isolate, reduce, and eventually eliminate Communist 
power. This policy of firmness does not mean we favor preventive war. Never- 
theless, our enemies should be set on notice that — however grim the prospect — 
we will not shrink from war if the Kremlin forces us to choose between conflict 
and surrender to Communist slavery. 

Specifically, we propose that the Government of the United States — - ; 

1. Mobilize the strongest possible deterrents to war — military, psychological, 
political, and economic. 

2. Return to those traditional American policies which sustained U3 in the past, 
especially — 

(a) The policies recommended by President George Washington in his 
Farewell Address. 

(b) The Monroe Doctrine. 

(c) The open door policy as defined in the nine power treaty of 1922. 

3. Exterminate the Communist conspiracy in the United States. 

4. Withdraw recognition from the Soviet Union and its satellites. 

5. Employ all measures to sap the economic strength of the Communist world. 

6. Scrupulously observe present military alliances (where such alliances are 
in truth honored by our contracting allies), and form new alliances oiJy for the 
period of the emergency. 

7. Extend military and economic aid only to cooperating allies. 

8. Wage unremitting psychological warfare against Communist regimes, 
including aid to effective anti-Communist exile, underground, and resistance 
groups, based on the principles of the golden rule. 

9. Return to open diplomacy, except where military security imposes secrecy. 

10. Oppose all activities which tend toward a world state, supergqvernment, 
or the transfer of decisions for American security and welfare to foreign powers 
and/or foreign nationals. To this end, press for the expulsion of Communist 
member states from the U. N. Reform the U. N. by removing all semblance of 
a permanent military alliance and separate it from its specialized agencies. 
Amend our Constitution to provide that neither the U. N. Charter, nor treaties, 
nor covenants, shall supersede it. 

11. Base American Foreign Policy soHdly on moral law, patriotism, enlightened 
nationalism and the teachings of Christ. 

Col. Ulius Louis Amoss, Gibson Island, Md.; Miss Kobley Baskcr- 
ville, San Diego, Calif.; Congressman Alvin M. Bentley, Michigan; 
E. Manchester Boddy, Pauina Valley, Calif.; hi. Gen. Lewis H. 
Brereton, Winter Park, Fla.; Basil Brewer, New Bed ford , Mass.; 
Ray Brock, New York, N. Y.; James Burnham, Kent, Conn.; 
Maj. Gen. Claire L. Chcnnault, Taipei, Taiwan; Dr. Kenneth 
Col grove, Evanston, 111.; A dm. Charles M« Cooke, Sonoma, 
Calif.; Ambassador James H, R. Cromwell, Washington, D. C; 
Thomas J. Cuite, Washington, D. C; Hon. Charles Edison, 
West Orange, N. J,; Brig. Gen. Bonner Fellers, Washington, 
D. C; Rev. James W. Fhield, Jr., Los Angeles, Calif.; Devin A, 
. Garrity, New York, N. Y.; James H. Gipson, Caldwell, Idaho; 
Congressman Ralph W. Gwinn, New York; J. Evetts Haley, 
Canyon, Tex.; Adm. Thos. C. Hart, Sharon, Conn.; Maj. Gen. 
Frank E. Lowe, Harrison Maine; Ward Bond, Beverly Hills, 
Calif.; Dr. Wiliiam Lee Hart, San Antonio, Tex.; Conrad N. 
Hilton. Beverly Hills, Calif.; Gordon Hunter, Hartford. Conn.; 
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Congressman Donald L. Jackson, California;' Rear Adm. I. C. 
Johnson, Laguna Beach, Calif. ; Richard Lloyd Jones, Tulsa, Okla. ; 
H. V. Kaltenborn, New York, N. Y.; Frank Kirkpatrick, Milwau- 
kee, Wis.; Alfred Kohlberg, New York, N. Y.; Ambassador Arthur 
Bliss Lane, Washington, D. C: Gov. J. Bracken Lee, Utah; 
William Loeb, Manchester, N. H.; H. B. Lundberg, Lansing, 
Mich.; Eugene Lyons, Pleasant ville, N. Y.; Clarence M inion. 
South Bend, Ind.; Adolphe Menjou, Beverly Hills, Calif.; Arch- 
bishop Michael, New York, N. Y.; Col. Lucian B. Moody, Wash- 
ington, D. C; V. O. Overcash, Cut Bank, Mont.; Wm, F. Peter, 
Chicago, 111.; Paul A. Redmond, Birmingham, Ala.; John Dos 
Passos, Baltimore, Md.; Harold S. Falk Milwaukee, Wis.; Gen. 
John R. Hodge (Ret.), Fayetteville, N. C. 
Commodore Frederick G. Reinicke, New York, N. Y.; Dr. E. Merrill 
Root, Richmond, Ind.; George S. Schuyler, New York, N. Y.; 
Congressman Timothy P. Sheehan, Illinois; Igor I. Sokorsky, 
Bridgeport, Conn.; William Philip Simms, Washington, D. C.;. 
Congressman Lawrence H. Smith, Wisconsin; Congressman Wint 
Smith, Kansas; Adm. William H. Standley, Coronado, Cal.; 
Judge Harlan Melville Steely, Jr., Danville, 111.; Dr. J. W. 
Storer, Tulsa, Okla.; Lt. Gen. George E. Stratemeyer, Winter 
Park, Fla.; Ambassador J. Leighton Stuart, Washington, D. C; 
Miss Freda Utley, Washington, D. C; Col. William E. Warner, 
Columbus, Ohio; Lt. Gen. Albert C. Wedemeyer, New York, 
N. Y.; Robert H. W. Welch, Jr.; Cambridge, Mass.; Brig. Gen. 
W. H. Wilbur, Highland Park, 111.; Maj. Gen. Charles A. Wil- 
loughby, New York, N. Y.; Adm. H. E. Yarnell, Newport, R. I.; 
Dr. Roscoe Pound, Boston, Mass.; Robert E. Vogeler, New York, 
N. Y. 



Policy Statements From State Department Speeches. 

(Secretary Dulles, Nov. 29, 1954, Jan. 11, Apr. 11, and Aug. 26, 1955; Under 
Secreatry Hoover, May 23, 1955; Under Secretary Murphy, May 5 and Sept. 
14, 1955;. Paragraphs lettered and numbered for comparison with policy state- 
ment of committee of endorsers.) . 

A " * * * a nation situated as is ours needs to follow a consistent and pre- 
dictable course * * * Our policies must * * * be dependably embraced by our 
own people, and * * * reflect a decent respect for the opinions of mankind * * * " 

g ii * * * our f or eign policy * * * objective is * * * the welfare and security 
of the American people * * * to enable you and me and our children to enjoy 
in peace the blessings of liberty * * * to advance the cause of peace with justice 
and freedom * * * we are for freedom, the dignity of the individual, and better 
standards of living everywhere * * * This struggle for peace cannot be won by 
pacificism or neutralism or by weakness * * * The United States is the world s 
greatest power not only materially but spiritually * * * -The encouragement of 
nationalist aspirations * * * has been our consistent policy in Asia * * * the 
peiples of Europe * * * federal union * * * we can have good hope * * * will 
be consummated * * * peace in the lofty sense of that word is in fact within 
man's reach * * * extend good offices to promote acts of peace elsewhere." 

C "The keystone of our foreign policy is collective security * * * through 
the U. N., NATO, the Rio Pact, the Anzus Treaty, the Manila Pact and many 
bilateral arrangements * * * any problem in any part of the world ramifies 
into almost every part of the world * * * friendly relations with many other 
countries * * * the common defense includes many areas outside the United 
States * * * collective security against aggression and subversion * * * We 
have interests in many areas of the world where the U. S. S. R. is of secondary 
concern. One such area is the Middle East * * * the administration would 
recommend American assistance to enable Israel to pay compensation which is 
due to the Arab refugees and in development programs * * * join in formal 
treaty engagements to prevent * * * any effort by either side to alter by force 
the boundaries * * * The norther tier for defense of the Middle East * * * and 

* * * the Balkan Pact ***» * * * ™ ^ 
D. "International communism threatens both peace and liberty * * * To the 

orthodox Communists * * * peace * * * means a state of enforced conformity 

* * * if peace is the absolute goal, then surrender becomes inevitable * * * face 
the great dilemma of when and whether to use force to resist aggression * * * the 
greatest contribution we can make to peace is to be ready to fight * * * mili- 



tary preparations * * * will deter war * * * Aggression is deterred only by 
an evident will and capacity to fight for rights more precious than is a debasing 
peace * * * to deter war and save peace we may have to be ready to fight, if 
need be, and to have the resources and the allies to assure that an aggressor 
would surely be defeated." 

1 "* * * We must remain vigilant * * * to meet both the military risk and 
the subversive risk and we do have such policies * * * we do not believe that 
relaxation of tension * * * permit (s) of the scrapping of programs for * * * 
self-defense, nor * * * to tolerate covert aggression by international commu- 
nism nor * * * the injustices of the status quo. * * * what President Eisenhower 
has called for, the courage to be patient. We can be slow to anger * | * our 
policy * * * is designed to protect and promote the security and welfare of the 
American people * * * by assisting friendly nations to build up their strength." 

2. * * * 

(a) * * * 

(6) "* * * early in our history * * * by the Monroe Doctrine we an- 
nounced that we would not tolerate further European colonization or per- 
mit the extension of despotic political systems any place in the Western 
Hemisphere * * * The Latin American countries are vulnerable to Com- 
munist subversion * * * This Caracas Declaration greatly protects this 
hemisphere against Communist subversion." 

(c) "We shall not * * * depart from the path of fidelity and honor to- 
ward our ally, the Republic of China * * *. Our nation will react *' * * to 
the outrages against our citizens * * * our first duty is to exhaust peaceful 
means * * * rather than resorting to war action such as a naval and air 
blockade of Red China * * * We hope * * * that they (the Commu- 
nists) will renounce the effort to rule the world by * * * force, intimidation 
and fraud * * *. We threw in our lot against the carving up of China * * * 
Philipinos * * * their independence * * * * refused to countenance * * * 
Japan's imperial rule over China * * * made liberation of Korea World 
War II objective." 
3 4 * * * 

4. "Our policy against recognition of (Chinese People's Republic) contin- 
ues * * *. We also oppose (its) seating in the U. N. * * * (we) welcome the 
possibility of peaceful settlements. If * * * the Chinese Communists have 
adopted a change in tactics, it will be added vindication of our foreign policy * * * 
Ambassador Lodge presented * * * President Eisenhower's Geneva proposal 
for aerial inspection * * * or the Soviet Union and United States to exchange a 
complete blueprint of military establishment * * * conference with the Soviet 
Government * * * to find out whether the Soviet Union will sign the Austrian 
Treaty * * * talk seriously about uniting Germany * * * limitation of arma- 
ments * * *." 

5 * * * 

6. "Western Europe * * * requires special protection. It gets it by NATO 
* * * to develop collective security * * * " t \ * 

7. "* * * the United States * * * has the most capital available to 1 help 
develop other countries. We must find a way to put it to work * .* * President 
Eisenhower's plan for putting atomic energy * * * at the peaceful service of 
all mankind * * * enlightened economic policies * * * economic and military 
assistance to the free nations with which we are allied * * * in some case's the 
local forces * * * are larger than local governments can support. If so we 
help out * * * insistent Asian demands for economic improvement should * * * 
be carried out primarily by the efforts of the people themselves * * * ■ At the 
Manila Conference * * * both Western and Asian participants joined in -a Pa- 
cific Charter * * *. The United States is making every effort to help Japan 
increase her trade with other parts of the world." * 

8. We shall not succeed "if we attempt to combat communism by appease- 
ment * * * we should not engage in aggression * * * we must proceed from a 
position of firmness and strength, with a full appreciation of the realities as they 
exist in the world today * * *. Obviously human freedoms should be restored 
in the vast areas where they are now denied * * * vigilance in * * * subversive 
activities * * * of international communism * * * Liberation normally comes 
from within * * *. Developments clearly portend the change at some time * * *. 
Formosa is vital to the defense of the whole Pacific area * * * * the United 
States has proposed that there should be a cease fire in the area * * *. We want 
peace in the Pacific * * * the face we turn toward the Pacific is as important as 
the face we turn toward the Atlantic * * *. The Manila Pact and Pacific Char- 
ter * * * binds eight nations * * * against direct aggression and indirect 
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subversion. * * * we have been and are continuing to support the government 
of Prime Minister Diem." 

9. "Part of the good alliances * * * is the ability to disagree within the frame- 
work of mutual trust and mutual need * * * Thus we agree* to disagree but 
work together in the U. N. and Colombo plan." 

10. "* * * it is our policy to support vigorously the U. N." 

11. "National action should always reflect principles * * *. More than 
immediate political expediency * * * only principles which conform to moral 
law meet that specification * * * principles of the U. N. Charter, our respect 
for treaty obligations and international law * * * fundamental human rights 
and dignity of the individual are our common principles." 

Mr. Kohlberg. Mr. Chairman, I was a high-school boy in 1900 
when the election was won by the proponents of Manifest Destiny, 
or, as the opposition called them the Imperialists. In spite of that 
decision, 18 years later, without further argument, we had reversed 
ourselves. The road to empire was abandoned by tacit consent of all. 

Since then, we have wholly or in part conquered France, Belgium, 
Holland, Iceland, Denmark, Luxembourg, Italy, Czechoslovakia, 
Germany, Austria, Algeria, Tunisia, Burma, the Philippines, Japan, 
and Korea. We have set them all free. 

Since then, the XL S. S. R. has wholly or in part conquered Georgia, 
Armenia, Tannu Tuva, Mongolia, Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Poland, Germany, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Bulgaria, 
Albania, Korea, China, Indochina, and Austria. It has freed only 
Austria. With this 40-year record neither the world, nor American 
publicists, nor the Voice of America, seem familiar. In this con- 
fusion the Amerika Haus Director who thought he could prove how 
cultured he or we were by the loudness of his bragging, seems no more 
confused than the USIS Director in Tokyo who told me it was 
uncultured to be anti-Communist. 

Because we are the world's greatest military power, we are, willy- 
nilly, the leaders of the free world. Whether we lead the world, like 
Jackson's army up the Hill to the Truman doctrine, or down to "Let 
the dust settle in China ;" up to Korean resistance, or down to Geneva, 
it is still leadership. Only when we define our goals and chart the road 
to them, may we learn whether our allies expect to be our fellow 
travelers to the end, or only good-time Charlies as long as we pick up 
the checks. 

This program of ours (which I have not read to you, but which you 
have kindly received for the record) states these goals and charts the 
roads to their accomplishment. 

Our office here in Washington has received a steady flow of en- 
dorsements of our program from all over the country. Last month 
Hardy Burt discussed and recommended it on his Mutual Network 
news comment. A week later Ralph de Toledano did the same on the 
Mutual Network in his Sunday night broadcast, substituting for 
George Sokolsky. Still a week later our program was the subject of 
debate on the State of the Nation Mutual Network broadcast. 

It is not my intention to argue the merits of this program. I do, 
however, wish to call your attention to its proposals as they relate to 
the foreign aid program you are now considering. 
- It proposes: 

(a) To measure each dollar of aid by whether it helps attain 
our objectives; 

(ft) To isolate the Communist dictatorship, not ourselves; 
(c) To sap the economic strength of that dictatorship; 



(d) To aid only cooperating allies and anti-Communist exile, 
underground, and resistance groups (that is, only those who join 
our cause) ; 

(e) To limit our alliances to the duration of the emergency. 
May I suggest that you recommend to the House that this program 

(amended in any way you think desirable) be attached to the Foreign 
Aid Act, as a statement of American policy. If every dollar spent here- 
after could be justified by this standard, I am confident that most 
Americans would approve your vote for this bill. j 

I am further convinced that if it had been possible to do ithis when 
I first proposed it in 1948, there would be greater satisfaction with the 
results today. 

Until you give our representatives in those recipient countries and 
their superiors in Washington an official statement of American ob- 
jectives and policies, I fear the money cannot be an effective answer 
to either the Communist program for world conquest, or to Communist 
propaganda. 

One of the signers of our policy statement is Governor J. Bracken 
Lee of Utah. I am not acquainted with Governor Lee, but if I under- 
stand the press* correctly, he refuses to pay part of his income taxes 
on the ground that they are not levied for the benefit of these United 
States. He refers, of course, to the foreign aid program. 

If these sums were voted for the purposes stated in our program, 
maybe Governor Lee and millions of Americans would change their 
opinions. 

In the past we have stumbled into wars unprepared to fight, and 
into victories unprepared for peace. Beginning with Korea we are 
seeking peace without victory. For such a peace I offer you the pro- 
gram of the Committee of Endorsers. I hope you will endorse it, or 
a suitable alternative for the guidance of our people, our Government 
our allies, and our enemies. 

I thank you, sir. 

Mr. Carnahan. Thank you, Mr. Kohlberg. Mr. Chiperfield. 

Mr. Chiperfield. Mr. Chairman, I was looking at this program 
to govern our foreign relations. Do you claim to be the author of 
this program? „ j 

Mr. Kohlberg. No. I conceived a few ideas that I had originally, 
which are still in it. It was authored by 8 men who worked for about 
9 months. I was 1 of the 8. Those 8, in addition, consulted friends 
of theirs for suggestions. As a matter of fact, when it finalfy came 
out, I had not been around, for some months, I had suffered a jcoronary 
and was in the hospital, so I can't claim authorship. j 

Mr. Chiperfield. Thank you very nmch. t 

Mr. Carnahan. Mr. Hays. [ 

Mr. Hays of Arkansas. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Carnahan. Mr. Vorys. 

Mr. Vorys. Mr. Kohlberg, I haven't examined this program in 
detail, but I am happy that at times I have been associated with 
you in the China lobby. I don't know that I agree with ^hat you 
think about everything else, but I have seen somewhat eye-to-eye 
with you for a number of years with respect to the Asian situation. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Maybe you can help get the China lobby investi- 
gated, Mr. Vorys. 




Mr. Vorts. I would be very happy to have it investigated. 

Mr. Carnahan. Mr. Selden. 

Mr. Selden. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Carnahan. Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Smith. I would like to associate myself with the statement 
made by my colleague, Mr. Vorys, and I am proud to say that f am 
on record as being one of those that have endorsed the program. 
I did that after considerable thought. It looked to me that this was 
the best statement that I had seen at the time on what our foreign- 
policy program should be. I am grateful to you, sir, for your 
appearance here this /morning. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Thank you. May I say a word to Mr. Smith? 
Mr. Hardy Burt, the broadcaster, wrote to quite a number of the 
signers and to persons whom he thought would be opposed to this 
viewpoint, and asked them to make recorded statements of 2 or 3 
minutes each on the program. He has a whole lot of statements that 
he is going to run on his program on the Mutual network. He failed 
to get a single statement opposing this, although he tried all of them, 
Adlai Stevenson, our own Governor Harriman, and so forth, and 
private citizens as well. 

The reason seems to be that very few Americans have thought out 
their own policy, and therefore they have no alternative to present to 
this. That I would hope the Congress would do. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you. 

Mr. Carnahan. Mr. LeCompte. 

Mr. LeCompte. I have no questions. 

Mr. Selden. I have one question. Can I assume from your state- 
ment, Mr. Kohlberg, that you are not opposed to the expenditure of 
American dollars for foreign assistance as long as it is justified by the 
standard that you have outlined in your statement? 

Mr. Kohlberg. Yes. As a matter of fact, as I said, I appeared in 
favor of the Marshall plan originally. I think we have gained time 
by spending money even though part of it wasn't wisely spent. I 
think that buying friends is nev^er a part of international affairs. 
I think we are not looking for friends; we are looking for allies, and 
allies that are worth having, not allies that are not worth having, as 
some of ours are. 

I think if the money was spent in accordance with this program 
the amount, that you are talking about would not be large enough, 
that larger amounts could be spent to advantage, maybe not this 
year but within 2 or 3 years as the program developed* 

Mr. Selden. Thank you. 

Mr. Kohlberg. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 




Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 37™ STREET 

New York is, NY. 



Hon. John Foisyber Dulles 
Secretary of Iftlle 
Washington 25, D. C. 

My dear Mr, Secretary.: 
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Please pardon my delay in answering yours of the 15th ultimo. ^ 
I was waiting to hear from Mr. Macomber. What I had in mind is largely 
covered in the enclosed reprint of my testimony before the Senate and House 
Committees, just received. 
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May I congratulate you on-your-call -for-^oreign Policy debate 
in the campaign this Fall, If you were impelled to this by a belief that the 
bulk of Americans are more competent to decide their fate than a few "experts 
or "advisers, 11 so much the more do I admire your stand. It reminds me of 
your uncle, Robert Lansing, who as early as 1919 made a formal report to 
Sen. Henry Cabot Lodge, reading: 

"the purpose of the Bolsheviks is to subvert the existing principles of 
government and society the world over. ...They have built up a political 
machine which.. ..suggests the Asiatic despotism of the early Tsars." 

These 34 words cover more ground than Khrushchev's 30,000 
word half-way denunciation of Stalin. 

Pres. Eisenhower's role seems to me that of a modern 
Ulysses who must safely stteer the Ship of State past the Sirens of the fCremlin, 
and between the Scylla of our friends, the Russian, Chinese and satellite people,, 
and the Charybdis of their enslavers. 

Recent American and European press interpretations hint a 
gradual watering down of NATO, SEATO and our other alliances, plus coming 
neutralization, of Europe and the Asian island chain. They credit it to the 
"unthinkability" of war involving H-bomb fall-out. I asked the President about 
these unbelievable rumors in an open letter February 4, 1955. Instead of 
Ulysses, these rumors picture the President as "wrong way" Eisenhower 
leading us back to a new Isolationism, via continued hand-outs which would let 
the free world fall without letting it look as though we pushed it-, ■ 

Mr. Secretary;>*may I suggest to these 

(campaign?) canards, and a basis fc*r "construc;j^eJb^28i^^.^n ctebate, would 
be a frank and simple statement of Atnerican objectives and thejg olicies this 
Administration plans to follow to those goate. The Program of the Committee 
t>f Ex^d^/^^a, contained -ip my testimony, makes clear what I have in mind, 
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NEW YORK 21, N.Y. 



Mr. Alfred Kohlberg 
1 West 37th Street 
New York 18, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Kohlberg: 



December 21, 1956 
fat *eL£AS£! 



Although lengthy, and full of quotes /your 
letter of December 20 can be briefly answered . |^ 

The main body of it refers to Joseph Alsop, 
my first cousin once removed, and to Mr. George Kennan, 
formerly Director of the Policy and Planning Board of the 
State Department. 

You are laboring under two major handicaps. _ 
You do not keep up with the times , and you do not know the 
English language. 

When you and I first knew Joseph Alsop, he was 
a young, fat, smart Alec, little friend of tjie powerful. He 
has greatly changed since those days. He is no longer young, 
and, according to one of his SATURDAY EVENING POST articles, 
he is no longer fat. 

Your Judgment of Mr. Kennan is equally inaccur- 
ate because of your lack of knowledge of English. Mr. Kennan 
fully explains his situation and state of mind in your quote ^'^^v 
from page 1556 of the McCarran Hearings, that the y^/^^A 

"...General policy in this country... is a constantly '0?$^$;* 
changing thing. It is, particularly at , present}^ ^°^^: : yy^: 
think, in a state of high flux, and we only know" '':^ttW-£'~r r y^^ 
of it. " • 



I think this adequately describes the sKiat^S^^ 
Mr. Kennan ! s mind, and the State Department^policy asg^rtfes^ 
date and now. For support of my contention, T "refer ■^f : ^^-'" 




the first definition of "f lux, " as given on page 387 of '^etk^L-^r^- v, 
ster's "Collegiate Dictionary, Fifth Edition" publishe^;tby:.^:^v : , v /l^ 
G. & C. Merriam Co., Springfield, Mass., U.S.A., the year " 



So as to prevent you from further mi s xmd^fe^|ii^S^|^^ . 



ing of the English language, I would be glad to give 
dictionary for a Christmas present. %<<i z '' : ^,?> 

^ATiOM COriTAIMED 



Very sincerely, 



I 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

l WEST 37™ STREET 

New York i e, N Y 



December 20, 1956 



Dear Col. Roosevelt: 



Ever since you wrote John Foster Dulles reflecting on my integrity and 
my wife's ancestry, I've been trying to locate some skeletons in the Roosevelt closet, 
I do not, of course, refer to your charming wife Gracie who only married a Roosevelt, 
or to your ever youthful sister Alice who escaped to become a Longworth, nor even to 
your Cousin Eleanor, even though Roosevelt by both birth and marriage, ^ 

At the moment I wonder about your cousins, the Br other slAlsop; and 
especially Brother Joe, I was reminded of his continued existence by an article in the 
Saturday Evening Post of Nov, 24th, in the form of a recorded interview with George — ; — 
Kennan, If this name doesn't ring a bell in your memory, I hasten to explain that George 
is the nephew of a famous George Kenna^ a foreign correspondent who was horrified by 
the exile of a few thousand revolutionaries to Siberia by Czarist Russia, back when we 
were boys. j ^ 

The present Georgdfkennan was Counselor of Wr Embassy in Moscow ■ / 7 
when your distant cousin Franklin and his successor, Harry, were in the jolliest "good 
Old Joe" mood. Then he was upped to Director of the Policy and Planning Board of [J 
the State Department. I have read several of his articles and two of his books, which 
he acknowledges were paid for by the Ford and Rockefeller Foundations (not the pur- 
chasing public). All of which seems to add up to a severe case of intellectual illegiti- 
macy in the Roosevelt family. 



Joe's article starts out by telling of a confidential report from Kennan 
in Moscow to somebody (name unknown) in Washington, right after V-E Day. It warned 
that the Russians played marbles for keeps and not according to the rules. Then the 
article goes on as a recorded interview in which both Alsop and Kennan say the Soviets 
are busting up from within. This has the merit of novelty, for both reported the opposite 
when they were last there in the fairly recent past. 

To skip the "confidential" and pick only from what is published, Kennan 
is credited with the article entitled "The Sources of Soviet Conduct, by X" (Foreign Af- 
fairs, July 1947) which set us on the policy of Containment. Thereafter all China and 
Czechoslovakia fell to the Reds (containment didn't contain), so as Director of Policy 
and Planning on Oct. 6, 1949, he told a State Dept. gathering (McCarran Hearings, p. 1556): 

"•••General policy in this country. ..is a constantly changing thing. It is, 
particularly at present, I think, in a state of high flux, and we only know 
part of it." 

Being thus well uninformed he spoke early the next year to the Russian 
Institute of Columbia University on ** Understanding the Russians." A few weeks later 
^j^j^^ messed up that "understanding." Somewhere along 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED , 7 
fiATF S7%7^7 M SP?£W1S> ... 
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there thelStctte Dept. began to suspect he didn't know allTite answers, so he departed. 
By 1954, in the Stafford Lectures he summed up: 

"...the most frightening and menacing thing.. . is ...the spectacle of millions 
of our citizens. ..trotting off. ..like the victims of some totalitarian brain- 
washing, to snoop and check up on their fellow citizens, to purge the libra- 
ries and the lecture platforms, to protect us all from the impact of ideas." 

Not having seen such in Russia you can imagine his horror of purges and brainwash- 
ing. Last Spring (May 3, 1956) Kennan told the Foreign Policy Association of Pitts- 
burgh, in a speech entitled "Can We Do Better Than Co-Exist?": 

"...I can see no reason why a satisfactory and hopeful relationship should 
not be established between the United States and Russia, even though the 
respective social systems and political philosophies remain theoretically 
in conflict." Also: 

"I have never shared and cannot now share the savage enthusiasm many 
Americans have worked up over the cause of keeping the Chinese Com- 
munists out of the U.N." and "Now for the satellites. ...But there is a 
finality, for better or for worse, about what has now occurred in eastern 
Europe." 

Our penetration by non-Communists who are nevertheless Soviet apol- 
ogists is one of the most frightening aspects of the current scene. This new Kennan- 
Alsop discovery that "the Russians are busting up" is the New Look on the old 4t Let- 
the-dust-settle" Policy. It recalls the "Bolsheviks will be overthrown" ideas of 
1919 to 1924, of "we must recognize 180 million Russians" in 1933 when they were 
reeling from the man-made famine of farm collectivization. It recalls our $11 billion 
aid-without-strings to Stalin when Hitler doublecrossed his bloody handed partner 
in 1941. If Kennan "understood the Russians" in 1945, maybe he read the dusty report 
Sec. Dulles' uncle, Robert Lansing, wrote your Godfather, Henry Cabot Lodge, in 
October 1919: 

"...the purpose of the Bolsheviks is to subvert the existing principles of 
government and society the world over. ..They have built up a political 
machine which. ..suggests the Asiatic despotism of the early Tsars/ 1 ^. o 

Or maybe he read the enclosed Dream, which I mailed to every Membe 
of Congress in April 1945, and have remailed almost every year since. May I suggest 
that your Research Department supply Cousin Joe with a few facts so he can be as 
good (or as bad) at forecasting as I. But do not suggest to him a Satevepost interview 
with me. I am fussy. 

Hoping you are the same. 

Col. Archibald B. Roosevelt 
200 East 66th Street 
New Y 0 rk 21, N. Y. 



Sincerely, 



Alflred K Q : 
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EXTENSION OP REMARKS 

HON. LAWRENCE H. SMITH 

OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday. April 5. 1950 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, as part of my remarks I am 
including an article by Alfred Kohlberg 
that appeared in China Monthly several 
years ago. Members who are interested 
in the China affair should read it. 
A Red Dream 
(By Alfred Kohlberg) 
(Editor's Note.— In January 1945, one 
month before Yalta, Alfred Kohlberg wrote 
down the following dream. On March 23, 
1945, having Earl Browder as his guest at 
luncheon, he mentioned the dream, and that 
afternoon sent him a copy. On April 6, 
1945. he mailed a copy to each Member of 
the House and Senate. While the course of 
events for the past 2 years has not in 
detail followed the pattern of the dream, the 
similarities to date axe so striking that we 
believe it well worth publishing as food for 
thought.) 

January 15, 1945, I dreamt that I was In 
Moscow and saw Joseph Stalin in a news- 
paper kiosk in the middle of the sidewalk 
selling pamphlets. I stood in line and 
bought one. It read as follows : 

"MY DREAM OP WORLD HISTORY: 1945-1975 

"(By Earl Browder) 
"The year 1945 opened with the final stages 
of World War II plainly visible. The vile 
Nazi -Fascist conspiracy to enslave the world 
was being demolished on the battlefields of 
eastern Europe. The indomitable Peoples 
Army of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics having freed the holy soil of the Socialist 
fatherland of the Hitlerite invaders had al- 
ready brought the democratic blessings of 
communism to the victims and satellites of 
the Fascists in the Balkans and eastern 
Europe. Throughout all eastern Europe the 
Socialist revolution was proceeding with the 
\^ liquidation of all 'traitors to the people* and 
' establishment of democratic dictatorships of 
q$ the proletariat under the leadership of the 
C\ t>\ br T ve Commun i st leaders who had come to 

3 ft JOtM fore after the dastardly attack by the 
>VsN^ Hitlerite criminals on the Soviet Union on 
— * f V\ ne 22 » 1941 • As stated by the noted non- 

mmunist historian of the day, Edgar Snow, 
fj. ^>thsse 'traitors to the people* in all the Ub- 
fe*2 CS^vv 61 lted countries of Europe, as well as the 



^ u ^di feated enemy nations, comprised all the 
^hrge landowners, all large property owners, 
UU. (^afl officials of former governments, and all 
gy3 s*^^ no wou *d not cooperate in the new internal 
^ J Vofnrme ~t +>,« patriotic Communist 



3 



preforms of the 
ggdministr a t ions . 



"The liquidation of these Fascist, reaction - 
_ dry elements in Finland, Poland, the Baltic 
T-gtt (Vj >oviet Republics, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, 
£ 23> fO Rumania, Yugoslavia, and Bulgaria cleared 
*- xk ;ne BTound f° r the democratic development 

) £2 \W 5 * people's governments in all these coun- 
ty tries, headed by tried and true Communist 
■ c?S Vo leaders of tne l ilj e ra l forces. Many of the 
' *lTi f reactionaries who were adjudged 'traitors to 
the people' were leniently treated, being 
.- ^ jr^j granted, with their families, free transport to 
~ Z the Siberian Soviet Socialist Republic where 
*S £^ they were enabled to rehabilitate themselves 
as useful -workers in the forests, mines, and 
industries. 

"Popular elections were held, In which an 
average of 93.4 percent of the qualified elec- 
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tors voted. Delegates elected in these seciej 
popular elections then met in each of thi 
capitals of these countries and without 
exception, in accordance with the Atlantic 
Charter, self-determined themselves into the 
Soviet Union. This was in accordance with 
the principle stated by Foreign Commissar 
Molotov, October 81, 1939. as follows: 

" 'We stand for the scrupulous and punc- 
tilious observance of pacts on the basis of 
complete reciprocity and we declare that 
ail nonsense about sovietiztng the Baltic 
countries is only to the Interest of our 
common enemies and of all anti -Soviet 
provocateurs.' 

"As the war against Hitlerite Germany 
proceeded to Its close the Free Germany Com- 
mittee, originally having headquarters In 
Moscow, moved to Koenlgsberg and was rec- 
ognized (with altered personnel) by the So- 
viet Union as the provisional government of 
the new Germany. In the last stages of the 
war against Hitlerite Germany, the newly 
recognized provisional government assisted 
the great mass of the German people to 
regain their democratic rights by purging 
all elements of 'traitors to the people' and 
installing democratic governments in all 
areas. Popular elections were held without 
delay and the newly elected delegates peti- 
tioned the 6oviet Union to annex the Soviet 
German Republic as a free, self-governing 
unit in the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics. 

"In this period, also, the Czechoslovak 
Republic repudiated the exile government of 
the capitalist reactionary Benes and peti- 
tioned for admission to the great Soviet 
Union. Meantime the bankrupt capitalist 
plutocratic empires of the United States and 
Britain failed to understand the wishes of 
the masses of the people in Greece, Italy, 
France, and Belgium, preferring to recognize 
the discredited exile reactionary regimes in 
these countries, where popular uprisings, 
taking their inspiration from the people's 
victories in eastern Europe, though not suc- 
cessful, succeeded in securing important 
positions in coalition regimes. 

"By the end of 1945 all organized resist- 
ance in Germany and eastern Europe was 
ended, and there remained only the task of 
liquidating remaining pro-Fascist, reaction- 
ary guerrilla forces in Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
and Yugoslavia. The imperialist, plutocratic, 
capitalist empires of the United States of 
America and Britain meantime had not been 
able to bring their war against Japan to a 
successful conclusion and appealed to the 
Soviet Union for aid;. In accordance with 
agreements previously made at Tehran in 
1943, when Churchill and Roosevelt appealed 
to Stalin, the Soviet Union honored its prom- 
ises and recognized the Chinese Soviet re- 
public, headed by that great patriot, Mao 
Tse-tung, as the government of free China, 
disavowing the reactionary, pro-Fascist, pro- 
Japanese government headed by Chiang Kai- 
shek. 

"The indomitable forces of the Red Army 
attacked the Japanese Fascist criminals in 
Manchuria and Korea, releasing this holy 
Russian soil from the invaders who had foully 
seized it in 1905. At the same time, Russian 
forces advanced 300 miles from the borders 
of the Mongolian Soviet Republic to the cap- 
ital of the Chinese Soviet Republic at Yenan, 
bringing supplies and reinforcements. After 
the freeing of Manchuria and Korea, people's 
elections were held and the new Soviet Re- 
publics resulting therefrom joined the great 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. The in- 
vasion of Japan followed with the overthrow 
of the Mikado and the recognition by the 
Soviet Union of the Japanese People's Lib- 
eration Alliance, headed by the well-known 
Communist, Susuma Okano, as the provi- 
sional government of Japan. 

"As the Soviet liberators advanced with 
the Chinese Communist brothers -in- arms 
south into the Yangtse Valley, reactionary 
publications in the United States of America, 
such as the New York Times and other cap- 
italist papers, called on the government to 
oppose the advance of the> Communist lib 



ance of the> Commu 



erators beyond the so-called cninese uurzon 
line of the Yellow River and charged a dou- 
ble cross of China. But the liberal, noncap- 
Itallst press, such as the Field newspapers, 
and the scholarly non- Communist research 
organizations, such as the Institute of Pa- 
cific Relations and the Foreign Policy Asso- 
ciation, together with the Communist press, 
exposed the true character of the National 
Government of China as reactionary, pro- 
Fascist, and pro-Japanese. They exposed the 
false Chinese claim that they had been fight- 
ing the Japanese for 8 years. In disabusing 
the American public of the idea that China 
was its friend and proving that the true 
meaning of cooperation was acceding to Com- 
munist demands, many famous non -Com- 
munist Chinese experts and scholars Were 
outstanding, particularly Agnes Smedley, 
Edgar Snow, Theodore White, Mark Gayn, 
Maxwell Stewart, L. K. Rosinger, T. A. Bisson, 
and Frederick V. Field. Thus, the American 
Government insisted that the Chungking 
Government negotiate directly with Moscow, 
and the United States of America refused to 
interfere in the internal affairs of China. 

"During the years 1946-49, the Chinese 
Soviet Republic gradually extended its terri- 
tories to include all of China and restored 
order throughout its realms by liquidating 
all traitors to the people. This liquidation 
was greatly aided by a popular questionnaire 
filled out by every Chinese reading: 

" '1. Why have you not retreated with the 
Soviet Army in 1933? 

***2. What employment have you pursued 
under the Kuomintang? 

" '3. What anti-Kuomintang sabotage have 
you done? 

"*4. Name the accomplices. 

" '5. Name three collaborators of the Kuo- 
mintang.' 

"Thus did the Soviet Union bring the 
blessings of peace and true Marxist-Lenin 1st - 
Stalinist democracy to the great farmer- 
worker masses of Europe and Asia, encom- 
passing a population of 1,100,000,000 people. 

"At this point one should mention the 
short-lived new League of Nations, often 
named Dumbarton Oaks after the now-for- 
gotten hotel where it was first conceived. 
The charter for this organization was finally 
signed in 1945, but in the ensuing years it 
was often used as a sounding board for un- 
founded and idiotic complaints by reaction- 
ary exiles from member states of the great 
Soviet Union, falsely calling themselves gov- 
ernments, who sought to cast doubts on the 
great democratic victories of the Soviet 
Union. The great democratic movements 
organized in the United States under Sidney 
Hillman and other liberals, in England under 
Harry Pollitt, and in France under Maurice 
Thorez, did not hesitate, however, to expose 
these Fascist reactionary complaints. 

"During the years after 1945 the great 
Soviet Union rebuilt the proletarian economy 
of the vast Eurasian lands, happily united 
under the people's dictatorship, with special 
emphasis on weapons of defense against the 
Imperialist British, American, and French 
empires which looked with envious eyes at 
the great Socialist gains of the Soviet Union. 
The death in 1948 of Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
whose ability to cooperate with Marshal 
Stalin had brought about so many social and 
territorial gains for the world proletariat, 
ended a period of cooperation. Three years 
later the great democratic Soviet Union 
heeded the call of the submerged masses of 
India, crushed under the capitalist, reac- 
tionary dominion government headed by the 
pro-Fascist Nehru, and supplied arms and 
reinforcements for the Indian People's Lib- 
eration Alliance. The Dumbarton Oaks 
league wrote its own death sentence, when 
it stupidly passed resolutions of censure 
against the democratic actions of the Soviet 
Union in India. 

"In the succeeding years other Dominions 
of the British Empire in southeast Asia 
followed the lead of India in setting up peo- 
ple's governments and joining the great dem- 
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ocrattc Soviet Union, in the Near East the 
former Turkish Republic followed reaction- 
ary leadership and sought military alliances 
with the capitalist empires, much against 
the wishes of the Turkish proletariat, who 
appealed to the Soviet Union for aid which 
was liberally given to establish a workers' 
Soviet Republic. 

"Similar movements in British and French 
colonies in north Africa were ruthlessly sup- 
pressed by the reactionary governments. 
The patriotic leaders of these movements ap- 
pealed to their brothers the great democratic 
classes of the Soviet Union, who could not 
turn a deaf ear to the call of their brothers 
In distress. Aid in the form of great air 
f}eets was sent. The reactionary British and 
French Empires, idiotically chose to refeard 
this as war and called on the Dumbarton 
Oaks League for sanctions against the great 
People's Republic of the Soviet Union. For- 
tunately for the cause of the people's libera- 
tion the United States voted agairyst action. 
In this decision the great liberal movement 
in the United States took a leading part in 
explaining to the American masses that no 
pledges of the Dumbarton Oaks Charter could 
be perverted to require American boys to 
fight on foreign soil to maintain the un- 
democratic empires of Britain and France. 
As. it later turned out the reactionary forces 
of Great Britain and France were over- 
whelmed in their homelands before the 
United States of America could have re- 
armed and come to their assistance in any 
case. 

"Thus in 1957 the British and French Em- 
pires came to an inglorious end, but in their 
stead, France and Britain became truly dem- 
ocratic free Soviet Republics, no longer mis- 
led by such traitors to the people as large 
landowners, large property owners, former of- 
ficials, bourgeoisie, and other reactionary in- 
tellectuals, all of whom were wiped away. 

"After the close of this war which led to 
the freeing of the great French and British 
masses from the enslavement of their cap- 
italist masters, freedom movements gained 
great strength in other countries, particu- 
larly in* North and South America. 

"The American Government, under the 
control of reactionary isolationists sought to 
cut itself off from the great movements for 
liberation all over the world. The freedom 
movement and the liberal element in the 
U. S. A. proclaimed that if the U. S. A. would 
only keep its armament to a minimum, there- 
by avoiding any threatening action, and lib- 
eralize its lands and industries by Govern- 
ment ownership and control, peace, a peo- 
ple's prosperity and great social gains would 
ensue. Unfortunately the reactionary isola- 
tionist government did not follow this far- 
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tag program. It did reduce armament, 
thus removing Incitement to war, but in 
1962, it foolishly attempted by, law to pro- 
hibit the free assembly of the' Communist 
Political Association and all organizations 
affiliated with it; and other organizations en- 
gaged in building up American-Russian 
friendship and cultural relations. This re- 
actionary law also canceled free- press privi- 
leges of the same organizations and organi- 
zations allied thereto. (For several years 
prior thereto difficulties had arisen between 
citizens of the Japanese Soviet Republic, 
enjoying their right of access to the fisheries 
of Alaska and reactionary American officials 
seeking to deny this people's right.) 

"The Foreign Office of the Soviet Union 
filed formal diplomatic protests against this 
law, pointing out that it could not but be 
regarded as an unfriendly action. The State 
Department, in its answer, alleged that the 
Soviet Union did not permit criticism in its 
press or free assembly by friends of the 
U. S. A. This specious argument was de- 
molished by the Soviet Foreign Office, which 
replied that freedom of assembly and free- 
dom of the press were permitted in the 
Soviet. Union and ii it so happened that no 
one in the press or in assembly had anything 
good to'say about the U. S. A. or its Govern- 
ment, that was because the citizens of the 
Soviet Union had such a superior proletarian 
socialist society that they could not be so 
stupid as not to recognize its merits. 

"To this frank and sincere statement the 
United States returned an obdurate reply. 
While the Soviet Foreign Office was giving 
careful consideration, public opinion In the 
Soviet Union was so wrought up by the plight 
of their proletarian brothers, enslaved in the 
capitalist U. S. A., that it was determined 
by the army that an expedition should be 
sent to restore their freedom. 

"By early summer of 1963 the expedition 
was ready. It was decided to send the ex- 
pedition by air. Marshal Nokisblockoff, 
supreme commander of the Soviet forces, 
decided not to use any of the later models 
of Soviet airplanes developed in the plants 
of the German Soviet Republic, but to keep 
them as reserves for unforeseen eventualities. 
While full information of the puny forces of 
the U. S. A. was available to the high com- 
mand, nevertheless, with far-seeing vision, 
Nokisblockoff preferred to be ready for all 
possible surprises. 

"Thus a fleet of 50.000 oil-burning trans- 
port and fighter planes took off after dark 
on the night of June 22, 1963, from France, 
England, Norway, Russia, Germany, Siberia, 
and Japan. None of the newer types of 
planes using rocket or atomic propulsion 
were used. All were of the older types 
brought to perfection in the early 1950's. 



The transports carried an average of 250 fully 
armed men, or equivaie?^ weight In h*avy 
artillery and rocket equipment, each. 

"Flying a great circle route, some directly 
over the North Pole, this air force approached 
Boston, New York, Washington, Detroit, 
Chicago, Ottawa, Montreal, Toronto, St. 
Louis, Atlanta, Birmingham, New Orleans, 
Omaha, Denver, Seattle, San Francisco, Los 
Angeles and other points .from the north at 
dawn, June 23, 1963. Less than half a mil- 
lion paratroopers dropped before dawn on 
the lighted airports, seized control, and the 
planes landed their 6,000,000 of the Soviet 
Union's best trained troops a few minutes 
later. Control of every vital point from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific was seized. The war 
was over almost before it started, but foolish 
forces of misguided guerrillas, operating in 
the hinterland, had to be hunted down piece- 
meal. The pacification was greatly aided 
by measures adopted by the high command, 
such as extermination of all towns and vil- 
lages where guerrillas were suspected of 
having been harbored. Liquidation of all 
traitors to the people was successfully and 
thoroughly carried out and the free demo- 
cratic American Soviet Republic was pro- 
claimed. Pooular elert.ions were held in 
which 93.2 percent of the qualified voters 
Toted and the new Congress, so elected, pe- 
titioned unanimously to be taken into the 
Goviet Union. 

"In the following few years, reactionary 
governments in other parts of North and 
South America attempted to destroy the 
rights of the people, but when the latter 
appealed to the great Soviet Union they were 
sympathetically listened to and Soviet arms 
aided the democratic masses in each coun- 
try to seize power and form free democratic 
Soviet Republics. 

"Thus was the fringe of the world brought 
into the great Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics, democratically governed by the 
Supreme Soviet at Moscow, under the wise 
and unquestioned leadership of the great 
premier, Joseph Stalin, Jr. Thus has the 
horror of war between countries been abol- 
ished from the world, and the triumph of 
Marxism, Leninism, Stalinism been granted 
to a free and united world where all men 
are vouchsafed the great democratic right 
to think alike and vote alike." 

As I awoke with a start, it took me some 
moments to realize that this was still 1945 
and all the horrors of my nightmare hadn't 
happened. Whether too much mince pie, 
or too much reading of the Communist 
press, can be blamed for this dream, I leave 
to the reader, who should be aware that 
every extension of the Communist system, 
so realistically visualized in my dream, has 
been predicted in the Communist press. 



Alfred Kohlberg 

1 WEST 37™ STREET 

New York is, NY. 
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Hon. Earl Warren 
U. S. Supreme Court 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. Chief Justice: 

I read with interest that you, four Justices. of your Court, y 
our fellow Californian the Vice President, and 265 members of the Cor£?^& 
gress of all faiths, attended the Red Mass in St. Matthew's Cathedrafat 
which Bishop Dwyer of Reno, Nev., preached the sermon. Because of this 
I believe you will be interested in the enclosed sermon by him on our rela- 
tions with the peoples of the world. With it I have included my statement 
from the Congressional Record of 1949. 

During Oct. /Nov. /Dec. 1945, I traveled from Casablanca 
via Cairo to India, China and Japan. O u r prestige then was unquestioned. 
Today many reports would make us believe we are despised and disliked 
throughout Asia. Some blame it on segregation in our South; some on the 
Voice of America; some on Red propaganda. 

Some of my refugee friends in Hongkong, who felt perfectly 
safe until recently, are now noting Britain's increasing weakness. Favor- 
able consideration of Red Chinese recognition which Robert Donovan attri- 
butes to the President, plus public statements by former Asst. Secy, of k 
State Ernest Gross, John Coleman of the U. S. Chamber of Commerce, JOV/^J 
Henry Ford II, Cyrus Eaton, etc., calling for closer contacts, cause them 
to fear the next betrayal. RECORDED 34 



Last month the^^ffiPee%ise Ivlen" of NATO defined the 
aims of the West as "finding a secure and honorable basis for competitive 
and ultimately for co-operative ^^^Eence with the Communist World." 
This seems to accord wiih the statements of your associate, Wm. O. Douglas-^ — 
May I respectfully suggest that vast numbers of your fellow countrymen who 
do not believegj;hat you would favor such a copartnership with evil, look to 
you for a summation of the legal, moral, and even religious grin^iples whircl^^ 
should guide o^r" Government toward all the worl^r"""* 1 > 

^ t^StfV i.TKgj tribute you paid to Wendell Willkie last week for hi^ 

^J^p' 14 world wide thin^ng " further suggests you as t he l Ha aer icafl^qTe 
<C^r\k Canadian, Norwegilf^and Italian diplomats who spoke for NATO app^a^e- 
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v men*t, that they do ntSjr speak for us. 

A.LL INFI)^'/.T!Ci< C3I< lAifta* 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED . 
DATE5^S2__BY5£^Mte. 




Very sincerely yours, 
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Reno Prelate Declares 
Americans Are Lazy 
And Indifferent 



OSTV£E 
ROBERT^UWYER 

Bl«hot» of Reno. Blev. 
(From the "Nevada "Register," Dec. 31. 

Shakespeare's phrase for it 
would be the "expense of spirit 
in a waste of shame." It exactly 
describes the magnificence of 
Hungary and the ignominy of 
the rest of us. [ 

Here, for anyone who cares i 
©bout such things, is the supreme, 1 
example of heroism in our age.j 
the test case of the meaning of) 
Christendom, the most glorious I 
vindication of the human spirit! 
we have known. 

The classic instances, Ther- 
mopylae, Pickett at Gettysburg, 
the defense of the Alcazar, fade 
as the stars before the mounting 
sun. Here is an expense of spirit 
so lavish as to enrich all history. 

But then, by contrast, our 
wasteland of shame. We have 
cited all the prudential reason! 
why we should work "througm 
channels 1 '; we have marshalea 
all the arguments for avoiding 
a world conflict of incalculable 
risks and dangers; we have even 
called upon the moral the- 
ologians to assure us that no 
revolution, however just, should 
be undertaken without reason- 
able hope of success; but the 
fact remains that while we have 
been talking a nation has been 
murdered. 

Nothing But Talk 

Our shame Is that we have 
been able to do nothing but 
talk. But It goes deeper than 
that. It lies in the fact that we 
have allowed ourselves to be 
maneuvered into our present 
embarrassment, and that we did 
so pretty well with our eyes open 
\ It might have been foretold 
by anyone with a glimpse of 
vision that the precise con- 
catenation of circumstances we 
accepted would produce the pre- 
cise results we now so grievously 
deplore. 



There would have been no 
need for a prophet; a mathe- 
matician would have done as 
well. William Lloyd Garrison's 
burning words, "a covenant with 
death and an agreement with 
hell/' may have been Abolitionist 
rhetoric, but they could well 
serve as a plain unvarnished 
statement of what we let our- 
selves in for when we signed on 
the dotted line at Yalta. 

Blame Shared by All 

There is not much point now 
in trying to foist the total blame 
for the great sellout on certain 
individuals, living and dead. If 
we were to assess it completely 
we might have to go back much 
farther than the hypothetical 
rivet in grandfathers' neck, 
Blame Karl Marx for Stalin, 
blame Mr. Secretary Cecil for 
Winston Churchill, blame Wil 
liam James for F. D. R. 

It is a line of reasoning which 
obviously gets nowhere, for the 
simple, reason that it ignores the 
blunt fact of personal respon- 
sibility. 

If there is blame to be assessed 
it is to be shared by all of us. 
We consented to the fact. We 
were to* lazy or too indifferent 
or too occupied with making 
money to bother our heads about 
it. 

We consented to a world half- 
free and half -slave, and we en 
tered into a compact with the 
slave - power which literally 
bound us to the maintenance of 
that peculiar institution over 
one-quarter of the habitable 
globe. 

We dressed it up with pious 
phraseology, of course, to pla- 
cate the ghost of Father Abra- 
ham, and we even (God forgive 
us!) talked about the new types 
of collective democracy. We 
knew what we were doing. Now 
we arc paying the price. 

Ideals Blasphemed 

Not that we are suffering 
physically. Our gas supply is not 
rationed, our cities are intact, 
our holiday crowds are not being 
machine - gunned. Air these 
things are happening in Hun- 
gary, and Hungary is a long 
way off. 

But we are suffering in our 
conscience. It comes home to us 
that this is actually the result 
of our doing. We have blas- 
phemed the ideals that are the 
most sacred inheritance of 
America, and now they rise up 
like bloodstained furies to haunt 
t us. 



W« open our gates to 25,000 
Hungarian refugees, and every 
:one of them is a living reproach 
to the criminal stupidity that 
ruined them. 

In a few more days we will 
celebrate the Christmas of 1956. 
We will sing the old carols, re- 
calling the eternal hope of peace 
on earth to men of good will. 
We will salve our conscience 
with the reflection that if there 
is precious little peace and even 
less of good will, we at least are 
not wholly to blame, and even 
if we were, there is nothing we 
can do about it. Which is, pre- 
cisely, to miss the entire mean- 
ing of Christmas. 

For the whole point of Christ's 
coming is that we are to blame 
for our sins and that we are 
responsible lor the world we live 
in. The Nativity was not a sen- 
timental gesture for our comfort 
but the Divine answer to our 
absolute need lor salvation. 
Christ came not as a gentle 
visionary but as the supreme 
realist to change the lace of the 
earth. 

Christianity is actually far less 
theory than it is the stern prac 
tice which places the burden of 
justice and charity exactly 
where it belongs, in the hands of 
each individual. Our Christmas 
joy would necessarily be incom- 
plete were even one human soul 
denied its God- given liber |y. 
With Hungary in agony and half 
of Christendom enslaved this is 
a Christmas more of hope than 
of joy. May that hope mme 
quickly, as the Day-Star from 
on high! 
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Where Is the Voice of America's 
Conscience? 



EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

HON. LAWRENCE H^ITH 

OF WISCONSIN !J:,' '• 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 24, 1949 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, under leave to extend my remarks, I 
am including an article by Mr. Alfred 
Kohlberg entitled "We Will Still Have To 
Live With Ourselves." It is a thought- 
provoking and challenging article and I 
am sure it will be of interest to Members 
of this House: 

As long as our Republic lasts — no matter 
how much the people of the world may hate, 
.revile, and distrust us, Justly or unjustly— 
we must live with ourselves. Under our sys- 
tem of freedom — economic, political, educa- 
tional, and religious — we have developed be- 
tween two oceans a continent of Individual 
human freedom and physical and economic 
well-being never before approached in the 
long history of mankind. As a result, but 
without conscious intention, we have devel- 
oped a power — economic, military, and po- 
litical — that makes us decisive in the world's 
affairs. But what of our educational, moral, 
and religious strength? Have we stood and 
do we now stand for the application of those 
moral and religious principles in the world's 
affairs, which we so loudly profess? Have we 
professed our principles to the world, had 
them accepted by the world, have we and our 
allies fought for these principles and won 
In their name, only, on the day of victory, 
to meanly, secretly, and lyingiy abandon 
them? While professing God, have we se- 
cretly served the devil? Have we played the 
part of Judas? Have we deceived our co- 
workers in the vineyard of the Lord, our allies 
for the right, as we and they saw the right, 
and while so deceiving them have we be- 
trayed them into the tyranny and slavery of 
the latter-day devil, even though without 
receiving our pieces of silver? And if we did 
so, did we do it with evil intent; or were we 
slothful and so neglectful of our duty to our 
fellow men that we permitted our faithless 
servants to do this evil in our name? 

Let us observe ourselves and our sins of 
commission and omission, dispassionately 
and objectively. 

Three weeks after Pearl Harbor we gathered 
our allies against the Axis in Washington, 
and there, in the first meeting of the United 
Nations, we wrote down and proclaimed the 
principles for which we were fighting World 
War II. This was our solemn pledge to our 
allies and to the people of the world, allied, 
neutral, and enemy alike. It was likewise 
our allies' solemn pledge to us. 

Among other statements we pledged: Our 
"countries seek no aggrandizement, territo- 
rial or other." "Second, they desire to seek 
no territorial changes that do not accord 
with the freely expressed wishes of the peo- 
ple concerned." "Third, they respect the 
right of all peoples to choose the form of 
government under which they will live; and 
they wish to see sovereign rights and self- 
government restored to those who have been 
forcibly deprived of them." These, and 
more, were the solemn pledges of the Big 
Three, Russia, Britain, and the United States 
of America. 

Those were the solemn pledges to the 
Poles who fought in the underground, and 
in the air over Britain; to the million Poles, 
who streamed out of the forced-labor camps 
Of the Soviet Union, to the Poles who fought 
In north Africa, at Cassino, and in France. 



Those were the pledges for which 250,000 
Poles died in the Warsaw uprising called for 
by the Soviet radio. 

These were the solemn pledges that in- 
duced the Chinese to struggle and die by 
the millions for another 3 % years after Pearl 
Harbor, refusing all Japanese offers for a 
favorable peace and finally turning over 
1,500,000 POW's to our General Wedemeyer — 
1,500,000 whom our boys didn't have to face 
in the Pacific islands. 

These were the solemn pledges to our 
Yugoslav and Czechoslovak allies, to our Es- 
tonian, Lithuanian, Latvian, and Greek allies 
and also to our German, Austrian, Italian, 
Hungarian, Bulgarian, Rumanian, and Japa- 
nese enemies. 

These pledges were made specific in special 
agreements, pacts, and declarations from 
time to time. For example, at Cairo in De- 
cember 1943 in a public document signed 
by Churchill, Roosevelt, and Chiang Kai-shek 
we proclaimed: 

"All the territories Japan has stolen from 
the Chinese, such as Manchuria, Formosa, 
and the Pescadores, shall be restored to the 
Republic of China." 

Meantime, at the Tehran, Yalta, Potsdam 
and Moscow conferences and elsewhere, 
deals, some secret and some public, were 
made; sometimes in plain language and 
sometimes in weasel words. In these deals 
we gave Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, 
Yugoslavia, northern Korea, and Manchuria 
to the Soviets in violation of all pledges. 
In peace treaties we turned over Rumania, 
Hungary, and Bulgaria to the tender mercies 
of the Soviets. Most of Austria and eastern 
Germany were sold into the same slavery. 
In China we Immobilized the armies of the 
Republic by truce after truce until the Rus- 
sians could arm the farm boys conscripted 
by the Communist dictators to overthrow 
our loyal ally, our only friend in the Far 
East except for the Philippines. 

We dishonored our pledges. We betrayed 
235,000,000 of our friends and allies to whom 
we had pledged the right "to choose the form 
of government under which they shall live." 
And we betrayed 90,000,000 of our enemies 
to whom we made the same pledges. 

These betrayals were made by our appoint- 
ed and elected servants, from Presidents to 
Secretaries of State and their advisers. We 
not only did not resist these infamies but 
actually approved them ostensibly because 
we feared the Soviet Union would desert us 
and make a separate peace, or because we 
didn't know the evil character of the dictator 
In the Kremlin, or because It may have saved 
some American lives over Japan, or because 
the President was.,111 and tired and his secret 
advisers pressed him to agree, or, as Elliott 
Roosevelt wrote, because they drank too 
much, or because, very simply, we were, and 
are, frightened by secret threats by Soviet 
diplomats. 

Yet, even now, 4 years later, as we hear 
the cries of anguish from the slaves we traded 
Into bondage in Czechoslovakia, from those 
few who escape from the Baltic countries in 
small boats to our shores, from the millions 
of Chinese who flee the terror of the Com- 
munist advance, and from the broken men 
who trickle back to Japan, Germany, Austria, 
and Italy from the slave camps of Russia, 
no American voices rise to say, "We are our 
brothers' keeper." We say, instead, of those 
Iranians and Greeks and Koreans and Chi- 
nese who hold back the Red tide of godless 
iniquity that threatens to break its bounds 
and overwhelm the world, that they must 
be corrupt and inefficient and maybe not 
quite democratic. 

When we face the broken refugees from 
the nations we have sold into slavery, do we 
say, "Forgive us, for we knew not what we 
did?" or do we wear a mantle of false self- 
righteousness? 

After observing the fate of China, of Po- 
land, of Yugoslavia, and our other allies and 
fellow members of the original United Na- 
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tions as organized January 1, 1942, who dares 
trust us? Even the Stalinist dictatorship 
has not stooped so low. However ruthless it 
has been to the allies who stood by its side 
in the terrible years of 1941 and 1942 — China, 
Poland, Yugoslavia, Britain, and ourselves — 
it has kept the faith with that small minority 
of Communist agents who comprise its fifth 
column in every country in the world. It 
has observed its pledged official promise to 
destroy every free or capitalist government. 
If we did not know or did not believe those 
promises, that was only another factor in our 
mental and moral breakdown. 

When do we awake to our infamy; when 
do we confess the sins committed against 
our fellow men; when do we do penance for 
our past and seek to undo that evil — at least 
in part; or do we continue to meet with the 
slave master of the Kremlin and appease him 
with more millions of hapless humans while 
we talk of peace and Justice? 

Where is the voice of America's conscience? 
Why it is stilled? Even if we do not value 
the respect of the free men of the world, do 
we no longer value our own self-respect? 

Where are the voices of Americans who 
can rouse us to disown the faithless servants 
who signed the documents that bound 300,- 
000,000 people into a state slavery worse than 
the human slavery in our antebellum South? 
Where are the Wendell Philips and Wil- 
liam Lloyd Garrisons of twentieth-century 
America? 
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March 8, 1957 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. XOLSOK 

1IR. BCARDMAK 
MR. BELMONT 
MR. NICHOLS 



I returned the telephone call from James P. McGraaery 
of the Commission an Government Security who mentioned thai he had 
received a letter Iron AUredTOIIlberg, 1 West 3tth Street, New York 
City, atsflnfc th|Mhey were getting some friends of Louis Budenz to 
arrange fee^Denefit to sasistBudens' family. The letter from Konlbc-rg 
indicated that ArehibaidJL>«dD«evelt was chairman erf this benefit and 
they were desirous of having a committee composed of about twenty -five , 
men representing different parts of the country sad from various walks of . 
life and they were inquiring if they could use Judge MeGranery's name. > 
The Judge wondered if 1 knew anything about Koalberg and X told him the 
name was familiar to me; that I believed he was engaged in some propaganda 
activities but that 1 would check into this and would give him a call Monday 
concerning the results. I did mention to him that there was a possibility 
this could be a controversial matter and it would be well to find out who 
was sponsoring this. 

Very truly yours, 
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Of 



John fctdgar Hoover 
Director 
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Office MenMandum • 



UNITED SfM'ES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 



Mr, L. V, Boardman 
Mr. A. H. Belvwny 




subject: ALFRED KOHLBERG 



cc Boardman 
Belmont 

Liaison Section 
Onsgard 



datb: March 11, 1957 

- » Boardman ./I 



Boardman . 
Belmont . 
i/iohr . 
Parsons . 
Rosen — 
Tamm — 



Pursuant to the Director's request of March 8, 1957 9 

I files have been reviewed concerning Alfred Kohlberg who was 
the subject of a conversation between James P. McGranery and / 
the Director* / 

Alfred Kohlberg is an importer of Chinese textiles 
and operates under the firm name of Alfred Kohlberg, Inc., 
located at One West 37th Street, New York City. He is a 

1 voluminous writer and has been a publisher of the magazines L / 
"Plain Talk" and "Freeman" which have been described as anti- f * ' 
communist periodicals. 
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Kohlberg has been a vigorous supporter of the Chinese 

I Nationalist Government. He has been publicly associated with 
the so-called "China Lobby, " a group of Chinese who have been 
promoting the interests of the Chinese Nationalist Government. 

Beginning in 1944 Kohlberg carried on active campaign 
to io ( ast the leadership of the American Council of the Institute 

I of 1 Pacific Relations on charges that the organization fallowed 
the communist line. His allegations were rejected by the 
organization's membership in 1947+ Following this he reportedly 
founded the American China Policy Association which extensively 
issued circulate , letters critical of the U. S. Government's 
foreign policy in China. (97-2660-36) 
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The Bureau conducted a Registration Act investigation 
of Kohlberg upon receipt of allegations in 194$ that Kohlberg 
had been engaged in propaganda activities with the financial 
backing of the Nationalist Party of China. The investigation 
failed to disclose any agency relationship between Kohlberg and 
any agency of the Chinese Nationalist Government. (140-1397-41) 

The "Washington Post" on April 23, 19f>0, charged that 
Kohlberg 9 s material had formed "almost the entirety of Senator 
McCarthy [s key case against Owen Lattimore. " Kohlberg had 
publicly claimed that Owen Lattimore followed the communist line, 
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Memorandum for Mr* Boardman 
RE: ALFRED KOHLBERG 
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(140*1397-41) 



Kohlberg has been interviewed by the Bureau on a 

I number of occasions and has been cooperative. However, he has 
on some occasions disclosed fro the newspapers the nature of the 
interviews. In May 19$4 the Bureau placed Kohlberg on a list 
of persons not to be contacted without specific Bureau approval. 
This was done" on the basis of a circulate r ; letter prepared by 
Kohlberg in which he made facetious and sarcastic remarks 
concerning the tenor of speeches given at commencement exercises. 
(97-2660-54) The letter contained a dubious reference to the Director. 

George E. Sokolsky in an editorial in the "Washington 
Post and Times Herald" of February 8, 1956, stated that he and 
Alfred Kohlberg, with others, had organized the American Jewish 
League Against Communism in which they set out to establish beyond 
doubt that every communist must be regarded as an enemy of the 
Jews. (100-386448 Sub A) 

An article in the "New York Herald Tribune" February 11, 
1957* reflected that a very ant i -communist group had been formed 
called Citizens Foreign Relationship Committee and Alfred Kohlberg 
was on the executive committee. (10$-$7327 Sub A) 

Alfred Kohlberg appeared as a witness on May 4, 1956, 
before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives, 
and on May 10, 1956, before the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U. S. Senate. Kohlberg urged a strong policy against communism 
including aid to effective ant i -communist exile, underground and 
resistance groups. (97-2660) 
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Memorandum for Mr. Boardman 
RE: ALFRED KOHLBERG 



ACTION : 

This is for the Director's information. 
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March 14, mi 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOLflQW 

MR. BOABXftUM 

MR. NICHOLS* 



I returned the tolephfsW sail from Jamee »« McGrsaery 
of the Commission Oft Qownuout Security and took thistopportusity 
to refer to the matter * Alfred Kohlberg about whom he had 
on March!. I elated I also had received a letter from 





reQuenting the mae of my same to aaaiat the Louie Batons 
told the Judge that la replying to this letter from Romberg i toot the 
position that while I was in sympathy with thie matter, to lead my 
would only brief on difficulties for me if other movementa came 
individual* who had testified for the government and were not as - 
meritorious as this case and It would only involve me in controversies 
and I felt it would not be wise to do this. Mr. MeOranery stated he took 
a somewhat simitar tine; that in view of his position on the President's 
Commission on Government Security he did not think this would be proper. 
I commented that I have generally followed the policy of not lending my 
name to causes supporting individuals where controversies could arise, 
but that I had whin exceptions to such organisations like the Beys' Clubs 
and Girt Scouts and similar * rott P*g ECO RDED-79 
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John JKdgar Hooves 
sU Director 
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Alfred Kohlberg >X 

I WFC? 3TO STREET 

New York i e, NY. 
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Senator Theodore F. Green, Chairman, 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

Senator James O. Eastland, Chairman, 
Internal Security Sub-Committee 

Representative Francis E. Walter, Chairman, 
Committee on Un-American Activities*^ 



May 21, 1957 
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OPEN LETTER 



Gentlemen: 
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In November 1944 I addressed an Upen Letter arid" an 88 p&g'e documented study 
to the Trustees of the IPR (Institute of Pacific Relations). A copy was sent to each 
member of the Congress. That letter and study recorded Communist infiltration of the 
IPR and called for investigation, house cleaning and reform. 



Over 7 years later, after 18 months of hearings, the McCarran Committee con- 
firmed all my charges and much besides. Their report stated that 4 'persons associate 
with the Institute of Pacific Relations were instrumental in keeping U. S. policy on a 
course favorable to Communist objectives in China." Meantime we had turned 500 
million friends into 500 million enemies. 



Now we are confronted with a new IPR line designed to be * 'instrumental in 
keeping U. S. policy on a course favorable to Communist objectives in China." Because 
the IPR was discredited, this new "Maoist line" (named for Mao Tse-tung) has been 
developed in suppcffcdly scholarly circles not openly connected with the IPR. This has 
gone on for nearly 3 years. Harper's Magazine for June features the latest China arti- 
cle by an author without apparent background, who misinterprets Senators Douglas 
and Knowland, and who seems short on facts, but makes up for it by a thorough grasp 
of 4 of the 6 point "Maoist line." 



Astonished by the recent uproar on behalf of Red China, the Steering Committee 
of the Committee of One Million, including Senators 'Douglas and Alexander Smith and 
Repa. Judd and Walter, issued a statement of warning, only last we^k. My memorandum, 
(encyitsed) attempts to trace this new Red Line back to its source^y^ Q £ ( f r ; ^ *J j" 

W> INDEXED -91 'wS^Sm^^ 

May I suggest that this- apparent attempt at subversion of Arrjericai 
^yithin the field of interest of any one, or all three, of your Comrrfitte^.^ 

k ™ Most regretfully 



y falls 



Alfred Kohlber 



AK:a m ^- 3 ^ 

P.S. I enclpse reprint ojas^eommunist China. Fact and Myth" by Dr. C. M. Chang JV 
Among the "myths" mentioned are the fallacious "facts" of the "Maoist line." 
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Introduction 



By Stanley K. Hornbeck 

History does not repeat| itself ; it is repeated, even as it is made, by men, 
women and children, Human beings. Men repeat history because in each 
generation the vast majority; of human beings know little and think less about 
the past, and react to various and sundry stimuli, even as did their forebears, 
on the basis of immediate needs, momentary impressions and persistent 
emotions. 

Throughout the ages some men, a relative few, have been animated by a 
desire to govern, whereas most men, the vast majority, have been not at all 
politically minded, have been tillers of the soil and hewers of wood, have had 
neither time nor inclination) to govern. The result has been that until modern 
times the few have governed and the many have merely assented or acqui- 
esced. And in most periods and in most groups and places, those who have 
governed have exploited those over whom they have exercised jurisdiction 
and have sought to enlarge the areas and the number of "subjects" of their 
jurisdictional attention. But, in and of and through all this, there has been 
resistance. Some Jnen have 1 objected to exploitation. Many have objected to 
encroachment. | 

Until very modern times, practically all governments were autocratic or 
oligarchic. Those who governed were for practical purposes the "state," and 
the state was exalted. Government was government of and by men, one man 
or a few men. LaAvs were made, were implemented and were altered by the 
few. Gradually, among some peoples and in some places, there emerged the 
concept and the practice of (government of and by law. And, finally, the con- 
cept of "government of, by jand for the people," and, in a few countries, gov- 
ernment in accordance with that concept. 

Today, the conflict between men who believe in government of and by 
the few (i.e., by themselves J and those who believe in government under law 
of, by and for the people hks taken the form and the dimensions of a world- 
wide struggle. Less than fifty years ago, a group of conspirators embarked 
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upon an effort to overthrow existing governments and ways of life, with the 
ultimate objective of subjecting the whole world to their dictation. They 
called themselves "Communists" and called the system which they would 
impose "Communism." In the course of four decades, they have gained 
political control over more than one third of the people of the world. They 
have gained a following in practically every country. They now are making 
war in many forms and with a great variety of weapons upon all concepts and 
practices of individual freedom wherever these exist. 

That they have been and are continuing to be successful has been due in 
no small part to ignorance, credulity, wishful thinking, and complacency on 
the part both of the peoples and governments which they have subjugated and 
of those which they still intend and expect to conquer. 

Most conspicuous of their achievements thus far have been their conquests 
of Russia and China. The first of these made them a menace to free peoples 
in Europe; the second, to free peoples and peoples aspiring to freedom in 
Asia ; the two together, a menace to all free peoples, all free persons, all prac- 
tices of freedom — everywhere. 

There is a tendency among Europeans to think of this menace in terms of 
European interests first or only; and among Asians, in terms of Asian or 
local interests first or only. In the United States, there has been, generally 
speaking, more alarm and solicitude regarding Europe; there are, however, 
many observers who feel that at this moment the Communist movement is 
more of a menace in Asia than in Europe; and there are more than a few 
who, giving priority in their thinking and in their prejudices neither to 
Europe nor to Asia, feel that Communism is a menace wherever it exists and 
wherever it is advancing. 

On the whole, the Communist conquest and its system in the Soviet Union 
are better understood than are their counterparts in China. There still pre- 
vails widely with regard to China the idea that the warring between the 
National Government and the Communist party was and is a "civil conflict." 
This, notwithstanding the express, and explicit avowal by Mao Tse-tung of 
his party's and government's indebtedness for their victory to the Soviet 
Union. There still prevails widely, too, the idea that the defeat of the National 
Government was solely due to its own incompetence, ineptitude and in- 
justices. This, notwithstanding the deception by Stalin of Messrs. Roosevelt 
and Churchill at Yalta and thereafter, the deception by the Soviet negotiators 
of the Chinese negotiators at Moscow and thereafter, and those acts of com- 
mission and of omission on the part of China's "best friend," the United 
States, which worked out to the advantage of the Communists and the dis- 
advantage of the National Government. 

Further, there still prevails widely the idea that in order "to know what 
goes on in Communist China the United States must have official represents- 
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tives — and press correspondents — in Communist China. This, notwithstanding 
the fact that an enormous amount of data comes out of China, mostly through 
Hong Kong, regarding activities and developments in Communist China, and 
that by and large there is available in the United States probably a greater 
and more accurate knowledge of the facts disclosed in that data than is 
available, to the public at least, in countries which have official representation 
and press men in that China. 

It remains a fact that there has been and there still is, even in the United 
States, less knowledge of Communism and of Communist-controlled areas than 
is desirable toward enabling the peoples and governments of the free world 
to think well and to act wisely in relations with and regarding the peoples 
and the governments of the Communist world. And this is especially true as 
regards Communist China. 

Ignorance invites deception and is the breeding ground of error. The most 
able, most learned and best intentioned of men may and do have mental blind 
spots and, in given situations whereof they lack knowledge or are mis- 
informed, can be and all too often are led or pushed into error. Thus have 
come the most serious of the errors in the making and the pursuing of policies 
by the peoples and the governments of the free world in relations with the 
Communist world. More desperately needed today than any other one thing 
for defense' of freedom and toward peace and security is more widespread 
and more accu\ |te knowledge and understanding on the part of the free 
peoples of the nature, the purposes and the capabilities of the Communist 
conspiracy. ! 

In "free countries," in order that there may be wisdom on the part of those 
who govern, especially those who have ultimate authority and responsibility 
in the realm of policy-making, there must first be intelligent and well-informed 
electorates. Men elected to and functioning in high office are as a rule more 
responsive to the advice of their intimates than to that of their "experts," and 
their intimates are as a rule more responsive to what they deem to be the 
opinion of the electorate than to what they know— or do not know — to be the 
opinion of the factual "specialists." If, then, the "experts" or "specialists" 
would have their views prevail, they should above all address their efforts to 
the educating and persuading of the electorate, i.e., the articulate and voting 
public. 

There is warrant for a belief that the people and the Government of the 
United States are foremost among the countries in the free nations group in 
understanding of the Communist menace and in determination to combat that 
menace. It is not by accident and it is highly significant that in the recent 
formulation of their party platforms the policy-makers both of the Republican 
and of the Democratic parties have adopted planks declaring opposition to the 
admission of the Government of Communist China to the United Nations. 
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There still is need, however, in this country, and even greater need in many 
other countries, for more widely dispersed knowledge and understanding of 
that government, of the regime which it has imposed, and of its aspirations, 
its purposes and its methods. 

Dr. C. M. Chang's study of Chinese Communism is a substantial contribu- 
tion responsive to that need. This writer, having himself found in the study 
much that adds to his own knowledge of its subject, feels moved to call 
attention to it and, without presuming to vouch for details, recommends it to 
others who need and seek to know more of fact and less that is myth regard- 
ing Communist China. 
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Under the Han Empire, there was also a revival of Confucian learning. In 
its esteem for the past over the present and its accent on harmonious social 
relations, Confucianism was a powerful conservative force which promoted 
social cohesion and political stability. As such, it was favored by rulers of all 
ages in China. But it would be erroneous to suppose that Confucianism was 
based on a consistent pattern of authoritarian ideas which facilitated the 
Communist seizure and consolidation of power in 1949. It would be equally 
erroneous to equate the Confucian concept of "filial piety" with absolute 
submission to authority. Family solidarity has always been the basis of all 
simple, pre-industrial societies. The injunction, "Honor thy father and 
mother," is found in Judaism, Christianity. Mohammedanism, Zoroastrianism, 
and practically all other holy scriptures. 

In Confucianism, this deference to parental authority was extended to cover 
all sorts of social and political relations. A truly filial son would, it was be- 
lieved, be a law-abiding citizen in the society of which he was a member. If 
he occupied an official position, he would serve his king or emperor in the 
same manner as he would serve his parents. He would submit to superior 
authority intelligently but not blindly. He would "remonstrate" with his 
superiors if they were clearly in the wrong. The Confucian Classic of Filial 
Piety (Hsiao-Ching) devotes one of its 18 sections to the subject "Reproof 
and Remonstrance." When the disciple Tseng said: "I would venture to ask 
if obedience to the orders of one's father can be pronounced filial piety," 
Confucius replnj I: "The father who had a son who would remonstrate with 
him would not sink into the gulf of unrighteous deeds. Therefore, when a case 
of unrighteous conduct is concerned, a son must by no means keep from 
remonstrating with his father, nor a minister from remonstrating with his 
ruler. Since remonstrance is required in the face of unrighteousness, how can 
obedience to the orders of a father be accounted filial piety?" Clearly, Con- 
fucius did not "relentlessly impose" on the Chinese people the virtue of 
absolute submission. 

Contrary fo the belief of some Western intellectuals, Confucianism is 
essentially democratic in spirit. One of its basic tenets is the equal teachability 
of men. "Men," said Confucius, "are near to each other by nature ; it is 
learning and practice that set them apart." Hence, all men, barring perhaps 
a small percentage of the lowest in intelligence, can be trained to shoulder 
great responsibilities and occupy important positions. If the "Confucian 
bureaucrats" in later times seemed to constitute a "professional elite," it was 
because the opportunities were not the same for all men. In traditional China, 
learning was the key to Government office, and this required years of un- 
remitting effort and application. Though theoretically high Government offices 
were open to men of all classes, in practice only a favored few had the means 
and leisure to prepare themselves adequately for the rigorous civil-service 
examinations. All the same, it must be admitted that the civil-service system, 
based on proved merit rather than imperial favor or aristocratic birth, was a 
democratic institution. 
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Confucianism and Taoism (by Taoism 1 mean the body of principles 
enunciated by Lao Tzu and his school, and not the amalgam of magic, 
Shamanism and alchemy popularly referred to as Taoism) , for all their dif- 
ferences, are supplements rather than rivals. Both have gone into the making 
of the Chinese character; both have profoundly influenced China's subsequent 
development. Confucianism has enjoyed a far greater prestige among the 
Chinese literati and was the basis of the civil-service examinations. Just as 
no American politician would think of running for public office on the basis 
of announcing his atheism, so no Chinese aspirant to Government honors 
would think of declaring that he was not a Confucian gentleman. Nonetheless, 
Taoist ideas often stirred restlessly in the depths of his consciousness. Now 
and then, they rose to the surface, revealing themselves in the nom de plume 
which he sometimes adopted in his old age and retirement. A cultivated Con- 
fucian scholar of the old school, in order to show his contempt for worldly 
ambitions and, in a literary sort of way, to offset the Confucian tendency to 
excessive dignity and formality, would often take on names with Taoist 
implications like "The Monk of the Eastern Hills," "The Lone Hermit," "The 
Old Rustic," etc. 

In the Confucian theory of the state, the common people are held to be the 
source of all political power. "In a nation," said Mencius, "the people are the 
most important, the state comes next, and the prince is the least important." 
The prince could not rule as he pleased; he had to act in accordance with the 
"mandate" he had received from "Heaven." The people were supposed to be 
the judges in this matter. For, in the words of the Confucian Book of History, 
"Heaven sees as my people see, Heaven hears as my people hear." If the 
people felt the ruler had forfeited his "mandate" by bad conduct, they had the 
right to overthrow him. All successful revolts in Chinese history were justified 
on the basis of this doctrine. And it was in terms of it, too, that the Confucian 
literati censured bad government and reproved the "Son of Heaven" when 
he deviated from the path of virtue. 

The basic weakness of the Confucian "government by goodness" is that it 
placed too much reliance on the personal conduct of the ruler and too little 
on the efficacy of law and institutions. The result was personal government, 
with all its latent possibilities of oppression and caprice. All too often, the 
ruler, instead of taking the advice of his wise men, ruled through his house- 
hold and favorites. But in a country as vast as China and in the absence of 
modern means of communication, the impact of central control was rarely 
felt at the hsien or district level. Except among the upper classes of officials, 
daily life went on much as usual even under the worst emperors. The common 
people had little direct contact with the Government. The "Confucian bureau- 
crats" who governed the provinces and districts in the name of the emperor 
had only limited managerial functions. Beyond the collection of the land tax, 
whose rates were immutably fixed, and the maintenance of peace and order, 
they had practically no duties to perform. Under ordinary circumstances,' 
they acted with unbureaucratic casualness, rarely trving to meddle in the 
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affairs of the people. And the people, for their part, were blissfully unconscious 
of state power. 

This, then, was the Chinese political tradition. It was a tradition character- 
ized by weak laws and weak institutions. China in her long history developed 
no bill of rights and no parliament. On the other hand, there was no theory of 
"the divine right of kings," no deification of the state, and no police. The state 
was not regarded as an end in itself or as the bearer of any concrete social 
program. The people were thought to be capable of knowing what was good 
for them without the aid of the state. If they could be left alone to pursue 
what they considered their interests, they would achieve certain things for 
themselves and their families. Ultimately, the state would benefit by their 
exertions. The role of the state was mainly that of an interested and benevo- 
lent onlooker. 

The traditional system was undemocratic in the sense that the people did 
not participate in the determination of policies. However, if the people did 
not have much political freedom they certainly had a great deal of personal 
freedom. The late Dr. Sun Yat-sen expressed the opinion that the Chinese 
people had too much personal freedom, so much so that they were "a lot of 
separate particles of sand." "The Chinese people," he said, "have not been 
directly subject to the oppression of autocracy; their sufferings have come 
indirectly. Because our state has been weak, we have come under the political 
and economic domination of foreign countries and have not been able to 
resist. . . . The. Chinese people felt no resentment against their emperors." It 
was for this reason ) he believed, that the Chinese, unlike the Europeans who 
suffered direct oppression from their rulers, did not struggle against their 
emperors for political liberty. 

Under the Cottoiunists, today, the state has become an end in itself — all 
for the state, nothing 1 against the state, nothing outside the state. The control 
is total in its effect, extending to the innermost feelings and thoughts of every 
individual. Beside its enormity the Legalists of ancient China fade into 
insignificance. 

As a people the Chinese, until the advent of the Communist regime, had 
never been known to go to extremes. Thousands of years of experience had 
taught them to abjure fanaticism and abide by the golden mean. Pragmatic 
and down-to-earth, they had never had any taste for abstractions or apocalyp- 
tic visions. Confucianism gained general acceptance because it suited the 
national temperament better than any other system of thought. Legalism was 
rejected because it was far too extreme and absolute to fit in with the Chinese 
fondness for moderation and compromise. Still more characteristic was the 
rejection of the teachings of Mo Tzu, a great religious teacher of the 5th 
century B.C. who preached universal love and strict self-denial. The Confucian- 
ists condemned Mohism on the ground that it was against human nature — no 
one, they believed, could love a stranger as much as members of his own 
family. The Tapists condemned Mohism because, in the words of Chuang Tzu. 
it was "too ha^sh" and made life "a sad and dreary business." The Mohist 



S10 



standard of conduct was considered "contrary to the heart of the world, and 
the world at large could never endure it." At one time, Mohism enjoyed con- 
siderable popularity. The Mohists were ari organized body under the strict 
control of a leader known as the "Grand Master," who enforced absolute 
obedience to an exacting code of honor and self-sacrifice. But they com- 
pletely disappeared from the Chinese scene several thousand years ago. 

Moderation, tolerance, distrust of categorical imperatives, love of compro- 
mise^ — these are the basic traits of the Chinese character; they are also the 
basic values of Confucianism and are opposed to Communist absolutism, 
fanaticism and messianism. Surely it is a gross misreading of Chinese history 
to assert that the heritage of the old order facilitated, rather than retarded, 
the Communist victory in 1949. 

Communist Rejection of the Past 

THE Chinese Communists have always shown implacable enmity toward 
Confucianism. Their conquest of the mainland has enabled them to use 
a terrifying combination of pressures, subtle and crude, mental and physical, 
to eradicate Confucian values on a national scale. Observation of Soviet life 
and long hours of studying and discussing Stalinist strategy and tactics pre- 
pared them for the task that awaited them. 

Confucian values found their fullest expression in the Chinese family 
system. The family system therefore had to be destroyed. In the 1949-1952 
period, this was done through the so-called "land reform" program. The rural 
people, whose sense of family loyalty was particularly strong, were made to 
wage a war of self-annihilation. Family ties were ridiculed as primitive tribal 
attachments. Family loyalties were condemned as "feudal." Children were 
encouraged to spy on their parents, wives on husbands, brothers on brothers. 
Sons and daughters who exposed their parents as "counterrevolutionaries" or 
handed them over to the authorities for punishment were hailed as revolu- 
tionary heroes. Within the span of three years, millions were liquidated as 
"enemies of the people." 

The war on the "feudal" family system has also been fought on the front 
of love and marriage. In April 1950, Peking promulgated a new marriage 
law. Some features of the law, such as the abolition of child marriage and 
marriage by parental arrangement, seem to be based on sound principles. 
Indeed, they have been on the books of the National Government for a long 
time. What makes the Communist marriage law objectionable to the mass of 
the people is the way in which it has been enforced. As in the "land reform," 
violence has played an important role. During the first three years of 
enforcement, Party cadres made house-to-house investigations, "struggle meet- 
ings" were held, and children were called upon to expose their parents' 
tyranny. "Reactionary" patriarchs were publicly tried and severe penalties 
were meted out. Marriages contracted years before were broken up, and 
widows unwilling to remarry were forced to do so. 
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Curiously, it was the women, for whose benefit the law was supposed to 
have been promulgated, who opposed it the most. An untold number of 
rural women committed suicide in passive resistance. On October 11, 1951, 
the People's Daily, mouthpiece of the Communist Central Committee, admit- 
ted that this was due partly to "feudal" oppression and partly to the mistakes 
made by Party cadres. In November 1953, it was officially reported that 15 
per cent of the rural population had accepted the reform, 60 per cent re- 
sisted, and 25 per cent were indifferent. In 1955, the Marriage Law Imple- 
menting Committee declared that, inasmuch as the law aimed at trans- 
forming the basic social structure of China, its total implementation was 
bound to be difficult. The policy of the Government, the Committee com- 
plained, had not been properly understood by Party cadres, who had formed 
"the habit of achieving sudden results by means of quick and violent cam- 
paigns." 

If the obstacle to full implementation of the marriage law in the rural 
areas has been "feudalism," its enemy in the cities has been the influence of 
"bourgeois ideas." In March 1955, the Huang Ming Daily of Peking, a 
cultural and educational organ of the Communist party, declared that young 
people in urban centers had fallen into the "bourgeois" error of taking 
marriage and divorce too lightly. They often rushed into marriage after a 
chance meeting, perhaps "at a dinner party or at a card game." Divorces 
were effected in ihe same casual manner. This cavalier attitude on the part 
of youth, the paLl&r said, tended to undermine their "revolutionary serious- 
ness." Particularly harmful were marriages between persons whose "his- 
tories" were 1 "pure^ and those from families of counterrevolutionary origin. 

At present, Ifee marriage law is not being enforced with the same vigor 
and rigidity as tw6 or three years ago. Obviously, the resistance has been 
too strong to be easily overcome, even by force. 

Tn PRACTiC&lAtf everything they do, the Chinese Communists look to the 
M. Soviet Union for inspiration and guidance. Soviet methods are slavishly 
copied and enthusiastically applied. Soviet ideas are used to fill the vacuums 
left by brainwashing. Soviet influence pervades every phase of Chinese life. 
"The Communist Party of the Soviet Union," said Mao Tse-tung in his 
greetings to the 20th Soviet Party Congress last February, "is always the 
shining example for the Communist Party of China. The Communist Party 
of China, adhering to Marxism-Leninism, is applying the rich experience of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in building socialism and in other 
respects." 

Communist China is now imitating Stalin's collectivization drive of 1929. 
And she is doing this without the advantages Stalin had when he. began to 
cast Russia's agriculture into a new collective pattern. In Russia, the peasants 
had grown relatively prosperous during the 1920s. It was Stalin's aim, first, 
to wipe out some 5 million of the more prosperous and independent peasants 
— the so-called kulaks — who formed a core of latent opposition to Com- 
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munism, and, second, to force the rest into an organizational framework 
which the Kremlin could more easily control. In China, the "land reform" 
was completed only a few years ago, and the peasants, with their tiny plots 
of land, have not yet been able to produce enough to meet the Government's 
exactions. In Russia, the economic objectives behind the collectivization 
drive were to increase agricultural production and shift several million farm 
hands into rapidly expanding industry. In China, agricultural production 
cannot be appreciably increased under the collective system, and there is no 
need to shift farm labor to factories. In Russia, large-scale tractor production 
accompanied the collectivization program, and the new kolkhozes were 
equipped with modern farm machinery. In China, the collectivized farms 
will have to get along for some time without any mechanization, for the in- 
dustrialization program has been unable to keep pace with collectivization. 

It is hard to see what economic advantage Mao Tse-tung hopes to derive 
from collectivization. His motivation is obviously more political than eco- 
nomic. In the first place, collectivization is an article of Communst faith. Since 
the Soviet Union has already carried it out, China must follow Moscow's 
"shining example" at all costs. In the second place, the hundreds of millions 
of peasants, who are by no means satisfied with their present lot, must be more 
tightly controlled. The collective system has proved its worth as a means of 
control. 

The collectivization drive has been both expensive and bloody. But no 
obstacle, however formidable, can stop the Communist planners. Indeed, the 
very magnitude of the obstacles means that the pace must be accelerated, and 
harsher and still harsher methods will be employed. The Soviet experience is 
considered relevant to the Chinese situation. Collectivization is, in Communist 
thinking, the prerequisite for socialist transformation. And, in the present 
world situation, China must complete the process of socialist transformation 
in a hurry. 

RUSSIAN influence is nowhere more in evidence than in the field of cul- 
ture and education. In order to make classical Communist doctrine 
available to the Chinese people, the Party Central Committee has established 
a special Bureau for the Translation of the Writings of Marx, Engels, Lenin 
and Stalin. Eight volumes of Stalin's works have already appeared. Now that 
he has been officially downgraded, it will be interesting to see if the transla- 
tion of his works continues. 

In addition to Marxist classics, Russian works of all types — literary, scien- 
tific and technical — are being translated and distributed on a massive scale. 
Between January and September last year, some 220 different Russian works 
were translated and 7.7 million copies distributed. The total number of 
Russian works translated from October 1949 to September 1955 amounted to 
2,300 and the number of copies printed to 42 million. In Chinese bookshops, 
over 50 per cent of the volumes displayed for sale are translated from the 
Russian. 
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■ The number of people who read Russian books, however, does not always 
correspond with the number of books published. Young people in China have 
an intense thirst for reading and learning, but they do not find the reading of 
Marxist dogma and badly translated Russian literature an enjoyable or 
rewarding pursuit When reading becomes a matter of obligation, it is no 
longer pleasurable, and even the most industrious and orthodox Communists 
often fail to do their assigned reading. Many people now seek relief and escape 
by turning to books which give them genuine enjoyment — old romances, Tao- 
ist and Buddhist tales, detective stories, love stories, etc. Government drives 
against such reading matter have thus far failed. The Peoples Daily estimated 
that in 1955 some 10,000 small book counters in the provincial capitals were 
selling forbidden literature. In Peking, under the very nose of the Central 
People's Government, daily readers at illegal book stalls in obscure corners 
of the city numbered 15,000. On the other hand, only 5,000 dutifully patTon- 
ized Party-sanctioned reading rooms and cultural palaces. Jt was officially 
reported that in Tsingtao, a port city in North China, 30 per cent of the 
students and 60 per cent of the workers were addicted to forbidden literature. 

The Communists do not reject &]) classical Chinese literature as worthless. 
They even admit that China has a rich "literary heritage," but it must be re- 
appraised in the light of Marxist-Leninist theory. This, however, is no easy 
task. There is still uncertainty as to how Marxist categories can be applied to 
China's literary history, and this makes the work of reappraisal hazardous- 
It is safest to invoke the authority of a Soviet writer to buttress one*s opinions. 
Yet one has to be careful even here. One Chinese literary critic quoted the 
Soviet author Yekorin to prove a theoretical point, only to find that Yekorin's 
views had been discredited in the Soviet Union as long ago as 1952! 

Red China's educational system has been remodeled to bring it more in line 
with Soviet practice. In Chinese colleges and universities, Russian has re- 
placed English as the first foreign language. "Russian/' says Chien Tsun-jui. 
secretary -general of the Sino-Soviet Friendship Association, "is the tongue of 
Lenin and the key to socialism. With Russian mastered, the language barrier 
and the greatest obstacle to Sino-Soviet friendship will be removed/' 

The Chinese Communist regime has decided to abandon the traditional 
Chinese ideographic writing and adopt phonetic writing based on the Latin 
alphabet. This work is still in its preparatory stages. Should it be carried into 
efiect, the impact would be tremendous. It would mean a complete break with 
the past, and Chinas cultural continuity, unique in the history of the world, 
would be ended and a fresh start have to he made, Tt is arguable whether the 
gain would compensate for the loss. 

Long before their seizure of power, the Chinese Communists made strenu- 
ous efforts to publicize the idea of Latinization in Shanghai and other centers. 
The movement gained momentum after establishment of the "People's Re- 
public" in 1949. Insuperable difficulties are still in the way. It remains to be 
seen whether the ideographic form of writing, the product of several thousand 
years of uninterrupted development, can be put out of existence by Party fiat 
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Following the example of the Soviet Union, Communist China has made 
"socialist realism" the basis of its literary theory. Literature must fulfil a 
social need and serve as a tool of Party propaganda. The production of liter- 
ary works is tightly controlled. The result is that writers have ceased to pro- 
duce anything of genuine artistic merit. They repeat the same basic plot with 
endless, wearisome variations — glorification of the "people's democratic dicta- 
torship," portrayal of the "positive hero/' and trumpeting of the Party mes- 
sage in all its forms. 

AFTER Stalin's dealh, there was a slight change in the Soviet literary cli- 
mate, and the Russian "thaw" emboldened a group of Chinese writers to 
demand the liberation of literature from stifling Party control. The chief 
spokesman of this group was Hu Feng, a member of the Communist party since 
the 1920s and a literary critic of considerable influence. In 1954, Hu Feng 
challenged the ultimate authority of the Party in things literary. Fie questioned 
the wisdom of requiring writers to conform to Marxist dogma, to undergo 
ideological "re-education," to write on subjects and in forms prescribed by the 
Party, and to live the life of a worker, peasant or soldier in order to write 
about them. He ridiculed the "spiritless products" of those who sacrificed liter- 
ary integrity to please the Party bosses and "worshiped a totem pole" in the 
manner of "primitive and barbarous tribes." It was widely believed that the 
"totem pole" was a reference to Mao Tse-tung. 

Hu Feng's audacity brought down on his head the whole fury of the Com- 
munist party. He was officially condemned by the Union of Chinese "Writers 
and Artists. On May 13, 1955, the People s Daily published bis recantation 
and self-castigation. That, however, was not enough. Hu was no mere devia- 
tionist but an "agent" of Chiang Kai-shek. In order to prove that he had 
always been a "counterrevolutionary," excerpts of his private correspondence 
over the past twelve years were published. Kuo Mo-jo, high priest of the Com- 
munist literary world, called Hu and his followers "an organized, capitalist- 
sponsored anti-Party, anti-people and anti-revolutionary movement." Mass 
meetings were held throughout the country demanding increased vigilance 
against intellectual traitors. Hundreds of so-called "Hu Fengists" were hunted 
down and sent to concentration camps for "reform through hard labor." 

Since the 20th Soviet Party Congress, Peking has enunciated what appears 
to be a more liberal line on literature, philosophy and science. The new line is 
summed up in the eight-word couplet, Pai hua ch?i feng, pai chia t$eng ming, 
meaning: "Let the hundred flowers bloom together and let the hundred schools 
vie with one another for expression." The change, however, is more apparent 
than real. In Communist China, as in the Soviet Union, discussion of the basic 
ideological issues is still taboo. 

The Chinese Communists. Secretary of State John Foster Dulles declared 
recently, are the most "dedicated imitators" of the Soviet Union. Indeed, this 
imitation has become a national obsession. The ultimate objective seems to 
be nothing less than China's total conversion to the Soviet way of life. 
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organizing the peasants into Soviets, and of bringing about "the closest pos- 
sible union" between the Communists and the peasantry. When Michael 
Borodin arrived in Canton in September 1923 to take up his duties as adviser 
to the Kuomintang, one of his first proposals was the promulgation of a decree 
authorizing confiscation of land by the peasants. The proposal was not 
accepted by Sun Yat-sen, who compromised by issuing an order authorizing 
the organization of peasant associations. 

When Chiang Kai-shek broke with the Communists in April 1927, Moscow 
instructed the Chinese Communist party to make use of the agrarian revolu- 
tion to achieve "proletarian hegemony" within the Wuhan regime, Agrarian 
revolution was regarded as "the fundamental, inner socio-economic content 
of the new stage of the Chinese revolution." The Communists, besides achiev- 
ing "hegemony" in the Wuhan Government, were at the same time to "secure 
the plebeian solution of the agrarian problem from below by the tens and 
hundreds of millions of the peasants themselves." Mao Tse-tung was placed 
in charge of the agrarian revolution in Hunan Province. Under his leadership, 
the peasant associations confiscated land and armed themselves with whatever 
weapons they could lay their hands on. The Hunan countryside tottered on 
the edge of Bloody chaos. It was on this agrarian issue that the so-called Left 
Kuomintang in Wuhan was finally forced to take drastic steps against the 
Communist party. After the dissolution of the alliance between the Left 
Kuominlpug and the Communists, Mao was ordered by the Party to foment 
an armed peasant insurrection in Hunan. It was quickly suppressed, and Mao. 
with a small band of armed peasants, fled to the Chingkanshan mountains on 
the Hunan-Kiangsi border. His was a bandit band, one of many which rav- 
aged the <&*Hjntryside in the 1927-1930 period, when civil wars raged from 
one end of China to the other. While other bandit bands had no real political 
idea and soon, flickered out, Mao's flourished. As a trained Communist, he 
knew how to coordinate mass power with military power. 

5. M<f<j*S so-called formula for success — the possession of a peasant army 
and a territorial base on which to operate — was, of course, not a new inven- 
tion. It was the traditional Chinese way of achieving political power. In the 
old days, this was known as "taking up the stick," Le., gathering together a 
band of desperadoes, arming them with sticks and other primitive weapons, 
and raising the standard of revolt, first in some mountainous, inaccessible 
locality and then, after gaining sufficient adherents, in broader and more 
fertile areas. The few who emerged victorious became kings and emperors; the 
less fortunate ones lost their lives for trying. Mao was driven to this formula 
by the force of circumstances. He was also favored by the fact that the Nan- 
king Government was too busy completing the Northern Expedition to pay 
much attention to him. He was thus given an opportunity to expand his 
influence to other parts of Kiangsi. "The phenomenon that within a country 
one or several small areas under Red political power came into existence amid 
the encirclement of White political power." Mao wrote in November 1923. a 
year after he had taken to the mountains, "i* one which, of all countries in the 



world, has occurred only in China. Upon analysis we find that one of the 
reasons for its occurrence lies in the incessant splits and wars within China's 
compradore class and landed gentry. So long as splits and wars continue 
within these classes, the workers 1 and peasants' armed independent regime 
can also continue to exist and develop. In addition to this, the existence and 
development of such an armed independent regime require the following con- 
ditions: (1) a sound mass basis, (2) a first-rate Party organization, (3) a Red 
Army of adequate strength, {4} a terrain favorable to military operations, and 
(5) economic strength sufficient for self-support." 

6- Mao swelled the ranks of his "Red Army" through the "land reform/' 
What he did was to plunge rural society into such depths of despair that the 
peasants had little choice but to follow him. His technique was to undertake 
indiscriminate confiscation and violence in order, first, to destroy the peas- 
ants' means of making an independent living, and, second, to instill in them 
the fear of retribution. A Communist document of those days put the purpose 
of the "land reform" in plain terms: "to make the peasant participate in mob 
violence so as to brand him forever as a Mao Tse-tung man; the fear of re- 
venge at the hands of Chiang Kai-shek and the landlords will make it impos- 
sible for him to lead a normal life again." 

In these early days of his struggle, Mao never imagined that he was making 
an original contribution to revolutionary theory and practice. He knew only 
that the conditions prevailing in China at that time favored the development 
of a "workers' and peasants' armed independent regime" in the mountainous 
countryside. And was determined to make the most of his opportunities. 

The claims oi originality made for Mao's "new democracy" are even less 
justified. That the Chinese revolution must pass through a "bourgeois-demo- 
cratic" phase, that the government in the "bourgeois-democratic" stage of 
development must be a coalition of "all revolutionary classes" including the 
"national bourgeoisie," that its economic system must be a mixture of state 
ownership and private enterprise, that the poor and landless peasants must be 
given adequate land — all these features of the "new democracy" were com- 
monplaces in Comintern literature of the 1920s and 1930s. Mao merely pre- 
sented them in a new garb. Although he never concealed the fact that his ulti- 
mate objective was the establishment of the "dictatorship of the proletariat," 
the "new democracy" program as a whole appeared to have a liberal ring. 
Mao knew that the most important thing was not to frighten people, to appear 
liberal, and to create as little psychological resistance to his program as pos- 
sible. He regarded the masses as well as the intellectuals as dupes and pawns 
in his skilful political maneuvers. He made it clear that he was willing to 
accept anyone who could be useful regardless of his political past. Not with- 
out reason, many genuine liberals were attracted to the Communist standard. 

In any case, the "new democracy" is fast becoming an anachronism. The 
"bourgeois- democratic" phase of the revolution, though officially still in force, 
is actually a thing of the past. Communist China, in the words of Mao Tse- 
tung, is "advancing with complete confidence along the road to socialism." 
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Almost 80 per cent of the peasants have already been forced to join coopera- 
tives, and "the elementary semi-socialist form of agricultural cooperation" is 
expected to give way to full collectivization by 1958. Private ownership in 
industry and commerce has come to an end. China hopes to become a fully 
socialized state with a sizable modern industry by 1960. 

T F Mao has shown himself a stickler for orthodoxy rather than an originator 
A of new doctrines, why was he regarded by so many people as having made 
vital contributions to Marxist-Leninist theory? The explanation is that in the 
1940s it suited the interests of both Russia and the Chinese Communists to 
boost Mao's ideological stature. Between 1927 and 1935, the Chinese Commu- 
nist party was torn by factionalism and intra-party strife. Ch'u Ch'iu-pai, 
Li Li-san, Ch'en Shao-yu (Wang Ming) and Ch'in Pang-hsien (Po Ku) fol- 
lowed one another as leaders in rapid succession. Mao Tse-tung, as head of 
the so-called "real-power faction" of the Party, was a figure to reckon with. 
r?f. p f a decade > he struggled with the Moscow-trained Ch'en Shao-yu, 
Ui m Pang-hsien and others— sometimes known as the "28 Bolsheviks" or the 

returned-student faction"-for Party leadership. With Moscow's backing, 
the latter grori continued to hold the key positions in the Central Committee, 
in January 1935, two months after the start of the "Long March," Mao suc- 
ceeded in, taking over control of the Party at an emergency meeting of the 
Central Committee. The Party was in a critical situation. Defeat and even 
annihilation staged it in the face. It was the "united front against Japan" 
tactic that save4; the Communists from complete ruin. A new base was finally 
tound m fche % country in northwestern China. After the outbreak of the 
WJapan^ War in 1937, a war which the Communists had hastened, the 
Farty prospeFedjunder Mao's leadership. 

Yet, Mao did not feel secure. For one thing, he had come to power without 
the express appeal of the Kremlin. For another, his leadership had not been 
C °7% a f art ^ ingress. Though there was no one in the Party who 
could challenge him, he was painfully aware that his leadership lacked the 
stamp of legitimacy. In the eyes of the "returned-student faction," he was a 

T G A1 1VG • C ° T mmUnist Wh ° knew no forei S n languages and whose knowl- 
edge of Marxism-Leninism was based on second-hand sources. The Party was 
preparing for the great struggle against the Kuomintang for control of China. 
Ideologically it was far from monolithic. Mao needed the Kremlin's help to 

T»aT\ ill hSf^f"^ b ° th inside and outside the Par ^ Stalin, who 
tt tlf ^? Q B ^ b " ^ t0 1935 ' Was ready to give full sup- 
port to Mao. With Stalin's encouragement, Mao and his right-hand man Liu 
Shao-chi began the so-called cheng-feng or 'Wrection-of-unorthodox-tenden- 
cies movement. Those who criticized him on the score of ideological impurity 
were effectively silenced. The Party played up Mao's ideological pre-eminence. 
An'rZrM 35 3 Vital contributi ™ to Marxist-Leninist theory. By 

I V™J ' St » ng en ° Ugh t0 Ca " a Part ? con S ress > the ^ ^ 17 
years, to write Maoism" into the Party's revised constitution. Thereafter, he 
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ceased to be a mere "native" Communist; he became a major figure in the 
international Communist movement. This new propaganda line contributed 
much to the Communist party's success in winning support both at home and 
abroad. Inside China, it created the impression that Mao was an independent, 
original thinker whose brand of Communism was tailored to China's needs, 
giving many Chinese what seemed to them, under the stress of war and infla- 
tion, a plausible explanation of the present and an acceptable account of the 
future — a future in which all social classes would have an honorable role to 
play. Internationally, it fostered the illusion that Chinese Communism was not 
as harsh as the Soviet variety; indeed, it offered what seemed to be a reason- 
able, progressive program of social and political action. 

The Chinese Communists, it was widely believed, did not plan a ruthless 
totalitarian regime on the pattern of the USSR, but rather a coalition govern- 
ment with the Kuomintang and other political groups in order to make China 
more democratic. The American effort at mediation was based on this as- 
sumption. General Marshall, after the failure of his mission, still believed that 
there was "a definite liberal group among the Communists, especially of 
young men who have turned to the Communists in disgust at the corruption 
evident in the local governments — men who would put the interest of the 
Chinese people above ruthless measures to establish a Communist ideology in 
the immediate future." When the Communists took over the mainland, many 
people thought that the new regime was no menace to the rest of the world. 
The Korean War helped to dispel some of the illusions about Peking, but not 
for long. Today, many otherwise well-informed observers persist in believing 
the best about Mao Tse-tung. 

In Communist China these days, the term "Maoism" is seldom mentioned. 
It has served its purpose. Now the high tide of "socialist construction" has 
thrown it into virtual oblivion. 

Is Communist China a Satellite ? 

WE NOW come to some crucial questions: What is the nature of the rela- 
tionship between Red China and the Soviet Union? Is China an ap- 
pendage of Moscow just like the Eastern European satellites? Or is it a sov- 
ereign state bound to Russia only by a treaty of alliance which can be broken 
or terminated whenever it has served its purpose? The free world must base 
its diplomatic planning on the answers to these questions. 

Most Western observers, it seems, are inclined to take Red China's political 
independence for granted. They concede that Peking now speaks and acts as 
Moscow does, embraces the same ideals and follows the same methods. But 
they contend that there is no evidence of subordination. Rather, Red China 
and Soviet Russia are equal or virtually equal partners. True, there are large 
numbers of Russians in China, but these are technical advisers invited by 
Peking and their status is no different from that of the Americans now serving 
in many underdeveloped countries. It is even said that in the past few years 
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Peking has scored a definite victory over Moscow. The liquidation of the 
Sino-Soviet joint enterprises, the purge of Kao Kang, who allegedly ruled 
Manchuria in the interests of the Soviet Union, the return of Port Arthur to 
China and the withdrawal of Soviet troops from that key port are all cited 
in support of this view. Moreover, China and Russia are said to have national 
objectives which clash today as they have in the past, and some experts have 
ventured to predict that sooner or later the two Communist colossi will part 
company. China is still critically dependent on Russia for arms, capital goods, 
and technical aid in her ambitious industrialization program. But the Kremlin 
can be expected to pursue a delicately balanced policy which, while trying to 
placate China's hunger for industrial expansion, will see to it that her expan- 
sion does not endanger the Soviet position in Asia. The wisest course for the 
West to follow is to recognize the facts and make the best of a bad situation 
— to help Peking enter the United Nations, to trade with it, and to give the 
Communist rulers at least an alternative to a completely pro-Soviet policy. 

These are persuasive arguments, which have gained a widespread hearing. 
The question is: Are they based on facts or on assumptions? Are we sure that 
Soviet advisers in China are merely technical employes of the Government and 
nothing more? Are we sure that Moscow's writ does not run in China as in 
Eastern Europe? Are we sure that Chinese and Soviet interests are so funda- 
mentally opposed to each other that they will inevitably clash? Let us take a 
closer look at the facts. 

Take fife matter of Soviet advisers. Careful study of the Communist press 
shows that Rtjssians are to be found in Government ministries, in the prov- 
inces, ii* .the armed forces, and in factories and mines. They do not act as 
individualist are organized in teams. Their activities are not confined to the 
technical level;* they participate in policy formation and in drawing up laws 
and regulations 5 affecting national life. True, they have shown an awareness 
of Chinese sensibilities. They try to make themselves as inconspicuous as pos- 
sible, av$jdibg positions of prominence and maintaining strict discipline. But 
their influence and pressure are felt everywhere. 

Chinese Communist leaders have not concealed the fact that they accept 
Moscow's leadership with no reservations whatever. Without the Soviet Union, 
they maintain, there could not have been a "Chinese People's Republic," and 
they freely acknowledge their gratitude. It is difficult for Westerners to appre- 
ciate the depth of this feeling. They are apt to forget that the Chinese Com- 
munist party was a Soviet creation and that most of its top leaders were 
trained in Moscow. In the days when they were struggling for survival against 
tremendous odds, the Chinese Communists looked upon the Soviet Union as a 
source of encouragement and revolutionary support. Now that they are mas- 
ters of a great country, they feel that they must attach themselves even more 
closely to the USSR in order to consolidate their gains, build socialism as 
quickly as possible, win a place of influence in world affairs, and, above all, 
forward the cause of world Communism. 

As a result, ideological decisions in Moscow are automatically followed in 
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China, even when they do not directly concern China or are clearly not in her 
interests. Major pronouncements by Soviet leaders on Russian domestic and 
foreign policy are invariably reproduced at length in the Chinese Communist 
press and are regarded as binding on China. The People's Daily in Peking 
echoes Pravda as faithfully as other papers in China echo the Peoples Daily, 
. One may, of course, argue that this unity with the Soviet Union is purely 
voluntary. But there can be no question as to who is the initiator of policies 
and who the follower, and as to who exercises a decisive influence on whom. 
If by "satellite" we mean a nation which adjusts its policies to those of an- 
other nation, then Red China is without doubt a satellite. She is, of course, far 
more important than the Eastern European states, but the difference is one of 
degree, not kind. Among the satellites, Red China is merely primus inter 
pares; all fall in the category of "people's democracies." In China, the Soviet 
Union is referred to as the "elder brother." Soviet leaders, in deference to 
China's importance in the Asian Communist movement, usually add the 
adjective "great" to the phrase "the Chinese people." 

One can cite many illustrations of how Red China adjusts its policies to 
those of the Soviet Union. In December 1954, Nikita Khrushchev sharply 
criticized Soviet architects for their extravagance and their preoccupation with 
pompous pseudo-esthetics. This was a matter which did not concern China at 
all. Yet, the effect was immediately felt in China. The blending of classical 
Chinese and modern designs in an effort to create a "national" style, which 
the Communists had hitherto encouraged, was abandoned because it was not 
in line with Khrushchev's pronouncement. 

The Korean War is an even more important case in point. When the North 
Koreans invaded South Korea in June 1950, the Communist regime in China 
was less than a year old. The country was in ruins and the problem of rehabili- 
tation was urgent. On June 9, only 16 days before the outbreak of hostilities, 
Mao Tse-tung told the Party Central Committee that the "People's Govern- 
ment" must now concentrate its energies on the following tasks: completion 
of the agrarian -reform program, proper adjustment of commerce and 
industry, and reduction of Government expenditures. He called for partial 
demobilization of the "People's Liberation Army" so that the policy of re- 
trenchment could be carried out. Mao may have known that the North Koreans 
were about to launch their attack, but he clearly did not know that he would 
have to intervene in the war. Yet, when the order was given by Moscow he 
did not hesitate, even though he was risking a grave military defeat and 
the possible overthrow of his regime. 

Communist China's loyalty to the Soviet Union is based on the conviction 
that the interests of the power center of world Communism — the USSR — 
and the interests of individual Communist parties and states are indivisible. 
This is not a matter of loyalty to any particular individual or group; it is 
loyalty to the Communist cause. In the 1920s, many Chinese Communists were 
in sympathy with Leon Trotsky. Stalin was little known and little respected. 
Yet, when the chips were down the Chinese Communist party sided unhesitat- 
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ingly with Stalin. It did so in the belief that whoever controlled the state and 
Party apparatus in the Soviet Union was ipso facto the leader of world Com- 
munism to whom every good Communist must give allegiance. To refuse 
obedience was a violation of Leninist discipline and treason to the Commu- 
nist cause. After Stalin's death, Mao Tse-tung expressed his loyalty to the 
Malenkov leadership. When Khrushchev replaced Malenkov, Mao transferred 
his allegience to Khrushchev. 

In the current anti-Stalin drive, Mao signified his acceptance of the new 
line by publishing a major editorial in the People's Daily lauding the Soviet 
Party for its bold and forthright action. Mao was and perhaps still is a pro- 
found admirer of the late Soviet dictator; he accepted the entire Stalinist 
development in Russia and has done his best to imitate Stalin's techniques of 
control. However, he has not allowed his private feelings to interfere with 
public policy. Mao and his party were probably taken by surprise by Khrush- 
chev's "secret speech" at the 20th Soviet Party Congress last February. In 
his greetings to the Congress, he had praised the Soviet CP, "nurtured with 
care by Stalin and his closest collaborators." When Pravda broke the official 
silence on the anti-Stalin campaign in an editorial on March 28, the People's 
Daily reproduced it without comment. Almost two months passed before the 
Chinese Politburo finally joined the chorus in denouncing the "cult of the 
individual" but the delay merely emphasized its obligation to fall into line. 

Of course, the fact that Communist China holds a subordinate position in 
relation ta the Soviet Union does not mean that the two always see eye to eye. 
Chou En-jyps ling negotiations in the Kremlin in 1953, Bulganin and Khrush- 
chev's secret tapes with the Chinese leaders in Peking in 1954, and Mikoyan's 
hurried ^ip to China in April of this year all indicate differences of opinion 
and hard ii^gajtaing. But, whatever the nature of the differences, they do not 
imply rivalry 1 or opposition. They are merely the disagreements which nor- 
mally occur between, the central and provincial authorities of a unified state, 

Communist China and the Free World 

EVER SINCE Lenin developed his theory of imperialism, Communist plan* 
ners have stressed the revolutionary potential of the "colonial and semi- 
colonial" countries of Asia. After the founding of the Chinese Communist 
party in 1921, Moscow relentlessly exploited the Chinese situation in the inter- 
ests of the world revolution. When the Chinese revolution failed in 1927, 
Stalin realized that the Soviet Union would have to be greatly strengthened 
before Communism could triumph in other countries. The world mistakenly 
assumed that Communism had subsided into a mere internal affair of the 
Russian people and interpreted Stalin's "socialism in one country" as a renun- 
ciation of world revolution. Instead, within two decades the frontiers of Com- 
munism had embraced Eastern Europe, North Korea, North Vietnam and 
China. The conquest of China means that Communist victory in all Asia is 
now within reach. 
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As an Asian country, Red China has a special role to play in bringing the 
rest of Asia under Communist control. However, that does not mean a Chinese 
monopoly of Communist leadership in that part of the world. In Asia, as else- 
where, the Soviet Union still has overall direction. When Bulganin and 
Khrushchev made their celebrated tour of India, Burma and Afghanistan last 
December, some Western observers saw signs of encroachment on Peking's 
sphere of influence. In the eyes of the "jealous and proud" Chinese Commu- 
nists, it was said, the demonstrative appearance of the Soviet leaders was a 
challenge, a new manifestation of the southward-probing dynamic of old 
Imperial Russia. Nothing could be farther from the truth. Peking did not 
regard the triumphant Soviet visit as an encroachment. On the contrary, the 
Chinese press hailed it as the beginning of "a new and glorious era" in Asia, 
where it greatly enhanced the prestige and respectability of Communism. 
Khrushchev's obiter dicta on the doom of capitalism, the iniquities of colonial 
rule, and the inevitability of Communist victory made a profound impression 
in the countries he visited. 

The Soviet Union and Red China have no intention of conquering Asia by 
military force in the immediate future. That would be too risky and expen- 
sive. The tactic now favored is remorseless economic, political and diplo- 
matic penetration in order to soften up the resistance to Communism. And 
this is made easier by the prevalence of neutralism in Asia. 

Asian neutralism is the product of what the Indian writer M. R. Masani. 
in the July 1955 issue of Foreign Affairs, called "the colonial mind," which is 
the obverse of "the imperialist mind" and represents "an intellectual hangover 
from the period of subjection to one or other kind of Western subjection." The 
Asian intellectual holding this outlook, according to Masani, is "a well- 
meaning, earnest soul" in whom reports of Chinese Communist "achieve- 
ments" evoke a ready response. He believes that Soviet Russia and Commu- 
nist China are sincere in their advocacy of "peaceful coexistence" while the 
perverse Americans reject it. He is thrilled by Red China's military and 
diplomatic successes over the Americans in Korea and the French in Indo- 
China. And he has "a private version of Communism," which he equates with 
the fine ideals of liberty, equality and fraternity. This explains his sense of 
guilt in opposing Communism. 

Neutralism, of course, is not Communism. In fact, the Communists really 
have no more love for neutralism than for capitalism. In their view, there can 
be only two opposing positions in a given political situation; the idea of a 
"third way" is a petty-bourgeois notion. Nonetheless, they do not hesitate to 
promote that "third way" and call the neutralist countries "peace-loving," for 
they realize that the spread of neutralism advances their ultimate objective: 
the total triumph of Communism. 

If Communism is to win in Asia, every remnant of Western influence must 
be systematically squeezed out. Currently, the United States is being singled 
out for concentrated attack. The "colonial mind" is receptive to Communist 
propaganda because it believes in the "scientific truth" embodied in Lenin's 
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theory of imperialism. Imperialism, according to Lenin, is the highest stage 
of capitalism. Since the United States is the most highly developed capitalist 
country in the world, it must also be the greatest imperialist power. Hence, 
American efforts to enlist the Asian countries in a defensive alliance against 
Communism look like cunning attempts to prolong Western domination. 

Moscow and Peking are now tempting the Asian countries with offers of 
economic aid and trade, an approach which has caused new embarrass- 
ment for the United States. The countries accepting Communist aid scoff at 
the idea that, in so doing, they are in danger of losing their freedom of politi- 
cal action. They seem to forget that neither the Soviet Union nor Communist 
China, both of which have serious economic problems at home, can afford to 
give out of pure altruism. Communist economic penetration, if allowed to 
continue over a period of years, is bound to end in disaster. 

Asian political leaders have sought to make a distinction between the local 
Communist parties, which they vigorously oppose, and Communist countries 
like China and Russia, whose friendship and good will they cultivate. How- 
ever, in accepting Communist aid and admitting Russian technicians, who 
are schooled] in propaganda and subversion, they have blurred the moral 
issue, and it will be increasingly difficult for them to convey to their peoples 
the precise nature of the Communist menace. In time, the local parties will 
undoubtedly gain respectability and prestige. They are still comparatively 
small, but in most of the Southeast Asian countries they represent the only 
definite allsi^ative to the parties and groups now in control. Once they are 
accepted, as a" legitimate element in political life, it is only a matter of time 
until they^apture power. 

It should b^made clear at this point that Communism in Asia is not pri- 
marily an economic problem; to stem the Communist tide, it is not enough to 
improve economic conditions. For a country does not succumb to Communism 
because $t* ^majority of the people want it. Communism takes over through the 
activities of a militant, tightly- disciplined minority, trained to seize power 
and taking orders from a centralized international apparatus. This can happen 
in countries rich as well as poor. Bad economic conditions do not automati- 
cally produce Communism; they only produce certain vague mass moods — a 
desire for better things, apathy, frustrated resentment, etc. "In the struggle 
against Communism," observes James Burnham, "economic measures are use- 
ful only to the extent that they promote anti-Communist political or ideologi- 
cal results. This lesson we can learn from the Communists, who, inside and 
outside the Soviet Empire, never take any economic action for its own sake, 
but always with an eye toward the political effect which the action may serve." 
Those who contend that the ideological struggle in Asia will be decided by the 
race for industrialization between India and China do not seem to understand 
this. The Asian peoples will not choose or reject Communism on the basis of 
the pace of Indian or Chinese industrialization. Their attitude, I believe, will 
be determined by which side seems likely to win the final struggle. If they 
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think Communism is riding the wave of the future, they will choose Commu- 
nism, even though they may believe democracy a better system. 

It cannot be said too emphatically that the Asian masses, conservative and 
tradition-bound, are ideologically opposed to Communism. But they are for 
the most part illiterate and inarticulate. The ruling class in Asia consists of the 
educated urban elements. It is they who create "public opinion" and influence 
Government policies; they have a strategic importance out of all proportion 
to their numerical and economic strength. The "colonial mind" in them tends 
to evaluate national achievement in terms not of human welfare and individual 
freedom but of national power. The growing power of Communist China has 
particularly attracted them, for they derive psychological satisfaction from 
seeing Peking "tell off" the white man. They are pretty well convinced that 
Communism will win in the end, and this produces a mood of defeatism. 
Professor Takeyama Michio of Tokyo University has analyzed this state of 
mind in the following terms: 

"Now that we have freedom of speech in Japan, anti-Americanism is all 
the rage. It is perfectly safe, because, after all, America will not punish us. 
And, besides, resisting authority is very fashionable and gives one a pleasant 
air of heroism. But to be anti-Communist is to risk hanging if the Communists 
should take power. Furthermore, it is condemned as 'reactionary,' a word 
which sends intellectuals scurrying for shelter. Thus, anti- Americanism enjoys 
full freedom while anti-Communism does not. It is therefore not surprising 
that people take the 'heroic' and conformist course, which is of course abso- 
lutely safe, and then set out to convince themselves of its correctness." 

If this is true of Japan, which has never known colonialism, how much more 
must it apply to Southeast Asia, which was only recently freed from foreign 
domination. 

Yet, the situation is not beyond salvation. However much he may admire 
Communism's "achievements," the Asian intellectual is still vaguely uneasy 
about its brutal methods and realizes what is happening to intellectuals in 
mainland China. Despite his outward anti-Americanism, at heart he bears 
the United States no real ill will. He is capable of responding to American 
leadership if he feels sure that the U.S. is not going to compromise with 
Communism. But he is not at all sure. He regards America as fickle and 
unreliable, and fears that it may suddenly pull out of Asia. 

If Asia is to be saved from Communism, then, the free world and par- 
ticularly the United States must show by words and deeds that it does not 
intend to compromise. In Asia, prestige counts even more than military 
power. The British Empire, though won by force, was maintained for so long 
principally by the high esteem in which the British were held east of Suez. 
Today, Red China's prestige is already considerable — much of it bestowed 
gratuitously by the West. Any move now to normalize trade relations with 
Red China and admit it to the United Nations would so enhance Peking's 
power and prestige as to make its march toward the conquest of all Asia 
perhaps irresistible. 
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FOR RELEASE SUNDAY EDITIONS, June 2, 1957 
MEMO by Alfred Kohlberg 

1 West 37th Street 

New York 18, N. Y. June ^ 1957 

THE NEW "MAOIST LINE" ON CHINA 

There are strong indications that a concerted effort is now actively under way to condition 
the American people to first accept trade with Communist China; then accept the Peking regime as a 
member of the United Nations; all finally leading to United States recognition of the Chinese Commun- 
ists, To sugar coat the pills such phrases as "relaxation of trade restrictions," "U. N. guarantee 
of Formosa," "the two-China approach" are used. This insidious campaign has become less subtle 
and more wide-spread since November of last year when the UN General Assembly, for the fourth 
consecutive year, voted to defer consideration of Communist China. 

The pattern of this campaign is not dissimilar to that carried forward during and after 
World War II by those forces who urged United States repudiation of the Chinese government headed 
by President Chiang Kai-shek, and cooperation with the "agrarian reformers" — the Chinese Reds. 
This campaign was spearheaded by the Institute of Pacific Relations and promulgated both publicly 
and in the highest Government circles by various distinguished Americans who thus unwittingly 
aided the Communist cause. 

At no time does a known Communist come forward with this new line. The Communists 
recognize how much more effective it is to use these acknowledged American leaders to carry the 
ball for them. Let us take a look at just a few statements over the past months. 

The NEW YORK TIMES of Monday, November 19, 1956 reported that John S. Coleman, Pres- 
ident of the U. S. Chamber of Commerce, had expressed himself as favoring a "....resumption of 
trade in non-strategic goods between this country and Communist China." 

In an article in the CLEVELAND NEWS Jan. 4, 1957, Cyrus S. Eaton, Chairman of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway, said: "....we are even employing armies of propagandists to stir up 
international hatred against Russia and China, the two potentially most powerful adversaries in the 
world. . . , Would we not better serve our own interests, as well as all mankind, by seeking a com- 
promise with Russia and recognizing China?" 

HARPER'S Magazine for February 1957 (p. 20) in its famed "Editor's Easy Chair" pub- 
lished the following report: 

**The Far East -- For the first time in six years, a number of responsible officials are beginning- very quiet- 
ly- -to explore the possibility of breaking our long deadlock with Red China, It is still politically unpopular 
even to hint at such a thing — but there is now some reason to think that America and China need not glare at 
each other, in naked hostility, forever." 

PRESIDENT EISENHOWER'S VIEWS 
Robert Donovan in his best-seller ("Eisenhower: The Inside Story* • page 132) reports: 

"The President was not convinced that the vital Interests of the U.S. were best served by prolonged non-re- 
cognition of China. He had serious doubts as to whether Russia and China were natural allies. ..Therefore, 
he asked, would it not be the best policy in the long run for the U.S. to try to pull China away from Russia 
rather than drive the Chinese ever deeper into an unnatural alliance unfriendly to the United States?** 

As recently as Jan. 19, 1957 in his SATURDAY EVENING POST article, Mr, Donovan 
said (page 74): 

"Mr. Eisenhower...doubts the wisdom of endless non-recognition of Red China. Time and again he has sat at 
his desk and insisted that it is shortsighted to look at only one side of this question. Obviously Chinese bel- 
ligerence has made recognition impossible up to now. But times change, the President argues...*' 

Mr. Donovan left room for doubt when he concluded: 



4 *. ..foreign policy is in a state of flux, 
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Henry Ford II in a speech delivered at San Francisco, January 28, 1957, echoed the same 
theme. He said: 

"...I think we've got to take a new look at our relations with the Communist satellites. ..I think we need to be 
realistic and decide whether our trade and aid policies toward such satellite areas as Poland, Hungary, East 
Germany, and even Red China are really in our own best interests. Maybe the people of Red China are just 
as anxious to get rid of the yoke of communism as the Hungarians have demonstrated they were. Shouldn't 
we give them the chance — or at least some alternative to their present ties with the Kremlin?" 

Even more scaring to our Free Asian friends was the interview of March 8th at Honolulu 
by Meyer Kestnbaum, Presidential Assistant for Intergovernmental Relations, and head of Hart, 
Schaffner & Marx of Chicago. En route home from a private mission to Australia, the A. P. reported 
him as saying 'that the U. S. t4 should make clear that Red China, under suitable conditions, can look 
forward to recognition and admittance to the U.N.'* Mr. Kestnbaum later attempted repudiation of 
the interview. 

Cynical observers might write off all these statements as nothing more than Big Business 
intent on a fast buck, except that none of the businessmen named, except Mr. Ford, could have any 
possible financial interest in trade with Red China. 

But, equally as mysterious are recent statements by certain Senators and by former Asst. 
Secy, of State Ernest Gross. They may indicate a change in governmental circles since the unani- 
mous Senate and House vote of last summer. The most revealing of these pronouncements came 
from none other than the new Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the veteran 89- 
year old from Rhode Island, Theodore F. Green. It is no secret that the head of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee is traditionally privy to the secrets of, and frequently acts as spokesman for the 
Administration in power, even when of the opposite party. During a Mutual Broadcasting interview, 
Feb. 18, 1957, Senator Green was asked: 

"Question: Will we have to recognize Red China sooner or later? 
"Sen. Green: I think we should recognize Red China sooner or later." 

A few hours later Sen. Green issued an explanatory statement that he did not mean to 
urge recognition of Red China "forthwith,*' and that it was up to the President to decide 

"if we are to continue forever to live without official contact with 500 million Chinese. 1 * 

Chinese Communist broadcasts from Peking, monitored by American sources have been 
recorded as using quotations from Sen. Green, Henry Ford II, and other Americans to break down 
resistance on Taiwan and among Overseas Chinese in Southeast Asia. 

THE NEW LINE 

Past failures in our Government's China policy were due largely to the **line*' emanating 
from reputedly scholarly sources, especially the Institute of Pacific Relations. This new line seems 
to have been first published complete by a newly formed organization of scholarly reputation-- the 
Center for International Studies (CENIS) at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. CENIS has 
the same aloof air of distinction, of being above politics, as did the IPR in its heyday. (Whether 
CENIS is a scholarly organization, or a strictly political set up, or part and part, would form the 
subject of another study.) 

4 'CURRENT HISTORY" for January 1957, advertises a new book, * 'Chinese Thought and 
Institutions," edited by John K. Fairbank (of IPR fame). The advertisement reads: 

''Chinese Thought and Institutions explores the unusual degree of cohesion that has marked Chinese civilixa- 
tion over the past 25 centuries to the Communist regime of today. Among the authors are Prof, Fairbank 
(affiliated with CENIS), Benjamin Schwartz (also affiliated with CENIS), Arthur F. Wright (of Hoover Libra- 
ry), Charles O. Bucker, Wolfram Eberhard, C. K. Yang, David S. Nivisofc and W. T. de Bary." 

A later manifestation of the new Red Orchestration is an article in the ATLANTIC 
MONTHLY for April, under the title of "China: Time for a Policy." Prof. Fairbank, the author, 
possibly unconsciously identifying himself with Peking, refers to the official American policy to- 
ward China as * 'die-hard anti-Communist.** He again and again stresses Points 1, 2 and 6 of the 
new line as described below. 
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Prof. Fairbank states and restates the conclusions of Point 6 in more than 5 different 
sections of this 5 page article. He ends with the cheering proposal that Japan and India, as well 
as R e< i China, be added to the roster of permanent members of the Security Council of the U.N. 
As a reader of the Asian mind he disparages the American missionaries and business men, who 
were jailed or expelled by the Reds and concludes: 

"Our commentators have not dwelt upon the remarkable successes of Chinese Communism in establishing 
its controls over such disparate things as prices, persons, and minds, mobilizing patriotic youth, collecti- 
vizing the rural economy, and pushing industrialization. For good or ill, these have been great achieve- 
ments, refashioning the world's largest and most ancient society. In Asian eyes they outshine all the first 
steps and small bits of Chinese modernization with which Americans were associated during our century of 
treaty contact. 1 * 

Although the DAILY WORKER has been careful not to give the game away by plugging this 
new line, Prof. Fairbank's article was irresistible. In its issue of April 1st, its foreign editor, 
Joseph Clark, in a review of the Fairbank's article, quotes from it at length and lavishes praise 
on its facts and conclusions. 

Running like a red thread through the new line is the idea that the Chinese have always 
chosen authoritarianism instead of freedom; hence we must find a way to coexist with China's new 
Communist masters. 

The American Assembly of Columbia University, founded by Pres. Eisenhower, met at 
Harriman, N. Y» on Nov. 15-18, 1956. Some 58 invited Americans spent several days discussing 
our country's relations with the Far East. Their report concluded: 

4 'A number of participants in the American Assembly advocated more active exploration 
by the United States of additional possibilities to negotiate, bilaterally, or multilaterally, those un- 
resolved questions now complicating relations between the U« S. and Communist China." 

It was noticeable that not a single publicly known proponent of non- recognition of Commun- 
ist China was among the 58 present, though several such had been suggested by responsible sources. 
Reports are that scholarly tests were applied to suggested names by submitting same for approval 
to Prof. John K. Fairbank of Harvard. Press reports from a later American Assembly, held the 
first waek of May 1957, suggested that this later group was also dissatisfied with our China Policy. 
Of the 58 names, I recognized 15 as old time IPR personnel. 

In December 1955, Mr. Robert Amory, identified as Deputy Director of the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency, formerly a professor at Harvard Law School, is reported to have declared in a meet- 
ing with nine professors and three students: "Our biggest problem is conditioning the American peo- 
ple to the necessity for the admission of Red China to the UN." 

This new "Maoist line" was first published in its entirety by the anti-Communist scholar, 
W. W. Rostow, second in command at CENIS, in a much-touted book of his, "The Prospects for Com- 
munist China," published 1954, This "line" can be summed up in six points. These six points can 
be found repeated over and over again in Mr. Rostow 's book. The same 6 points can also be found, 
repeated over and over again in a more recent and much advertised work by Chester Bowles, ex- 
Ambassador to India, entitled "The New Dimensions of Peace." Nov. 24, 1955, before reading his 
book, I wrote Mr. Bowles briefly stating the new line on China and telling him that a mutual acquain- 
tance had informed me that that was the tenor of his book. As stated in that letter, the following is 

THE SIX POINT "MAOIST LINE." 

"1. For 2000 years the Chinese have been totalitarians under the Emperor and filial piety in the family. 

2. So maybe they like Communism. Who are we to object? 

3. Chinese Communism is Maoism direct from Marx-Engels, not via Lenin-Stalin. 

4. The Taiping Rebellion was primitive Chinese Communism — another example that they beat Russia to it 
(also Marx-Engels by a few years). 

5. Thus Chinese Nationalism and Chinese Marxism are not tied to the Kremlin except superficially. The 
ideological struggle is whether Chinese Communism or Indian democracy could industrialize faster. 
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6. We can cultivate both with U. S. $; put Formosa under U.N. and U.S. social scientists and let Red China 
in the U.N., thus establishing peaceful but competitive co-existence. 1 * 

Each of the above statements is wholly or largely without basis in fact. (1) Shih Huang-ti, 
who reigned from 221 to 206 B.C. is considered by most Chinese their only authoritarian ruler prior 
to Mao Tse-tung. He constructed public works, including the Great Wall, regardless of the cost in 
lives. He burned nearly all books. In these respects he was the forerunner of Mao. This explana- 
tion of the Chinese ingrained love of tyranny is plagiarized from the Communists version of Russian 
history glorifying Ivan the Terrible and his successors. (2) O u r press (see especially N.Y .Times) 
have frequent dispatches reporting discontent in China. (3) This is vehemently denied by Mao Tse- 
tung. (4) Prior to the book of John K. Fairbank (Prof. Ros tow's only reference on this point), the 
only book confirming Communism as a motivating factor of the Taiping Rebellion which I have been 
able to locate, is one published about 1946 by Israel Epstein, which was plugged by the IPR. (5) The 
first sentence is vehemently denied by Chou En-lai and Mao Tse-tung. The second sentence is very 
confused. If the Chinese system may be called Communist Socialism, the Indian may be Democratic 
Socialism. The former began its second 5 year plan this year under Russian guidance. India entered 
her second 5 year plan this year under the guidance of the Polish Communist, Oscar Lange (former 
Univ. of Chicago professor and, after renunciation of his American citizenship, Soviet Polish Ambas- 
sador to the U.N.) (6) This conclusion seems to be from the IPR out of Father Divine. This Point 
6 seems to assume that free labor in the backward (now called "underdeveloped*') countries cannot 
compete with slave labor in Communist dictatorships without American subsidies. 

For a more reasoned correction of these and other current misconceptions about China, 
see "Communist China. Fact and Myth" published as a supplement to the Social-Democratic weekly, 
"New Leader," September 1956. The author is Dr. C. M. Chang, China's scholarly authority on 
Marxism, with an introduction by Dr. Stanley Hornbeck, former Director of the Far Eastern Divi- 
sion of the Department of State, 

Early in January 1956, having meantime read his book, I again wrote Mr. Bowles confirm- 
ing my friend's accuracy. I asked Mr. Bowles the sources of his (false) information, or, alterna- 
tively, who had written it for him. He claimed the authorship but neglected to state his sources. 
In that letter I gave Mr. Bowles a list of pages and paragraphs in his book where each of the 6 points 
could be found, as follows: 



Statement #1 - 4th paragraph p. 80, 1st par. p. 81, 4th par. p. 91. 
Statement #2 - 3rd and 4th paragraphs, p. 110, 

Statement #3 - 3rd paragraph p. 61, 4th paragraph p. 67, 3rd par. p. 70, 5th par. p. 97, all of p. 98, top of p.lOCt 
2nd and 3rd par*, p. 112. 

Statement #4 - Last paragraph p. 83, all of p. 84, all of p. 85, 2nd par. p. 89, 5th par. p. 93, 4th par. p. 107, 
3rd par. p. 301. 

Statement #5 - Last paragraph p. 57, 1st, 4th and 5th pars. p. 62, last par. p. 68, last two pars. p. Ill, all of p. 

113, last par. p. 115, all of p. 128, last par. p. 165, all of pp. 166, 167 and 168, page 178, 4th par. 
p. 183, all of p. 188, 1st par. p. 240, top p. 247, 1st par. p. 337, 8th par. p. 338, last two par. p. 
365. 

Statement #6 - 3rd paragraph p. 184, 5th par. p. 341, 2nd par. p. 350, 2nd and 3rd pars. p. 366, 6th par. p. 367. 



Mr. Rostow (and the Director of CENIS, Max F. Millikan), both of whom are now consult- 
ants to the sub-Committee on Foreign Aid of the U. S. Senate, seem unaware that they are dissemi- 
nating Communist-inspired propaganda. I mailed the six points stated in the Bowles letter to Mr. 
Rostow for study and comment. He replied: *I can vouch for your description of the current Com- 
munist line on China in almost all particulars, as I debated at Yale sometime back ajainst the foreign 
editor of the Daily vVorker, Starobin, I believe is his name." His open-mindedness was charmingly 
revealed by his reference to himself as a M tentative China hand." 

These 6 points, which Mr. Rostow does not s«m to recognize as the main theme of his own 
book, may be found on the following pages and paragraphs of his "The Prospects for Communist 
China": 



1. Page 19; Page 20 (par. 1); Page 21 (top) some qualifications; Page 104 (Par. 2); Page 108 (Par. 3); 
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2. Page 109 (Legalism par. 4); Page 110 (Legalism par. 1); Page 116 (par. 3); Page 117 (par. 2); Page 122-23; 
Page 169 (par. 1); 

3. Page 126 (par. 1); Page 198 (par. 3); Pages 198-199; Page 201 (par. 2); Page 256 (par. 2); 

4. Page 4 (footnote refers Fairbank); Page 20 (par. 2); Page 43 (3rd par.) 

5. Page 10 (1st par.); Page 69 (interests coincide to some extent - last par.); Page 84 (par. 1); Page 97 (par. 5) 
Page 97 (par. 10); Page 122 (par. 2); Page 128 (par. 1); Page 131 (par. 2); Page 148 (par. 1); Page 177 (par. 1 
and 2); Page 178 (Sinkiang, Mongolia, Manchuria); Page 191 (par. 2); Page 195 (par. 6); Page 192 ff; page 203 
(par. 2); Page 205 (par. 2); Page 207 (par. 2); Page 210 (par. 1); Page 210 (par. e2); Page 211 (par. 4); Page 
222 (par. 4); Page 243 (par. 1); Page 291 (par. 5); Page 292 (par. 1); Page 299 (par. 1) (par. 2); Page 308 
(par. 6); Page 309 (par. 1 and 3); Page 310; Page 311; 

6. Page 131 (par. 2 and 3); Page 212 (par. 3 and 4); Page 213 (par. 3 and 4); Page 214 (par. 2 and 3); Pages 215- 
16; Page 216 (par. 4); Page 218 (par. 1); Page 219 (Par. 3 ( 4 and 5); Page 300 (par. 9); Page 302 (par. 9); 
Page 304 (par. 8); Page 311 (last par.); Page 312 (par. 2); Page 313 (par. 2); Page 314. 

In addition to his heavy weight "Prospects for Communist China" (398 pages), Mr. Rostow 
also authored a quickie, paper-backed pamphlet of 59 pages entitled, "An American Policy in Asia." 
Written in popular style and sold on newsstands for $1.00, it skips points 3 and 4 of the longer work 
but draws the same conclusions. While probably having no such influence in pseudo-scholarly circles 
as Rostow 's longer work, it could well be more effective in indoctrinating men such as John Coleman, 
Cyrus Eaton and Henry Ford II. 

When Mr. Rostow appeared as a witness before Senator Humphrey's Disarmament sub- 
Committee, the Senator said: 

**...!£ anyone has not read *An American Policy in Asia* I would suggest that he do so. I have a copy of that 
right here in my briefcase, Professor.*' 

Sen. Humphrey seemed unaware of the fact that the policy of recognition and acceptance of Red China 
recommended by Mr. Rostow was directly contrary to the Senator's own votes on the floor of the 
Senate, and as U. S. delegate to the U, N. His votes were against either recognition or acceptance, 

A much advertised picture article in LOOK magazine of April 16, by reporters who visited 
China last winter without State Dept. blessing, does not follow this "line" though it does assert as 
fact Points 1, 2 and 3 above. 



DEADLY PARALLEL: ROSTOW 1954, BOWLES 1955 



As random examples of the 6 point line the following are quoted. Because both books are rambling 
and wordy, it would require all the passages cited to justify my oversimplified condensations of the 
6 points: 



ROSTOW 

Political power in China had been for centuries 
administered by an intellectual elite. ...The no- 
tion of a self-appointed elite seizing the state's 
power was not shocking to the Chinese, given 
their history and their traditional concepts of 
politics and state, (p. 19) 



Point 1 BOWLES 

Social advance was likewise discouraged by the 
explicit class consciousness ordained by the an- 
cient philosophy. ...Highly idealized and romanti- 
cized, the virtues of this paternalistic view were 
still being recommended to his countrymen by 
Chiang Kai-shek as late as 1943, (p. 80) 



Point 2 



The Chinese Communists have no need to alter 
the broad outlines of traditional Chinese society 
to make its political framework a centralized 
despotism. It was that already in theory, .... 
Communism, with its pseudoscientific shapeli- 
ness proved as seductive to dissatisfied and un- 
employed intellectuals... (p. 116) 



China's revolutionary drive. ..finally passed from 
the hands of Chiang to the hands of Mao. ..the Chi- 
nese people... reached desperately for Commun- 
ism as the only means available to bring them 
back to life. (p. 110) 



Point 3 



Mao. ..claims stature as a creative Marxist 
Leninist theorist. ..Such theoretical innovations 
as Mao's insurrection from a peasant rather 
than an urban base. ..are practical formulae 
for seeking or manipulating power rather than 
creative theoretical elaborations, (p. 126) 



,„the insistence of the Comintern on a narrow 
Marxism which simply did not apply in rural 
China. ..Mao first openly questioned the validity 
of the orthodox Marxist theory. ..He became con- 
vinced that the seeds of successful revolt lay... 
among the peasants, (p. 97, 98) 
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Point 4 



The social and economic program of the Taiping 
Rebellion,. .included, within a primitive version 
of rural Communism, egalitarian land redistri- 
bution, (p. 4) 



...the Taiping Rebellion against the Manchus.,.led 
by a strange dedicated man named Hung Hsiu 
Ch , uan...Yet it is remarkable how many aspects 
of the Taiping program foreshadowed the Com- 
munist program which helped Mao Tse-tung over- 
run China a century later, (p. 84) 



Point 5 



...the Chinese Communists have been and remain 
rather superficial Marxists, although not the less 
effective Communists for that.. .the enemy is, ..in 
one sense also, the Soviet Union, whose actions 
are a source of constraint as well as assistance 
to the Chinese Communists, (p, 85) ...if India 
fails to produce major results from its efforts at 
democratically e ngineered rural revolution,, .In 
the short run the regime could survive even if 
Free Asia offered a more successful and attract- 
ive alternative. In the long run, however, the 
fate of Communist China will be powerfully af- 
fected by Free Asia *s strength or weakness and 
by its success or failure in coping with Asia's 
great problems of transition, (p, 310, 311) 



Korea involved a new prestige, strength, and im- 
portance for Communist China and a consequent 
displacement of Soviet influence. ..told me in the 
summer of 1955, that he was worried about Rus- 
sia's selling out China., .the rulers of the Soviet 
Union are uneasy over the rise of Communist 
China. ...the Soviet Union.. .develop substantial,., 
aid programs., .for ...India, (p, 68) .. .Stalin. ..had 
so consistently misjudged the power of the Chi- 
nese Revolution, (p. 113). The two giant underdev- 
eloped countries, China and India, with 40%. of 
the world's people between them, have embarked 
on a fateful competition in the pace and methods 
of industrial growth, (p. 165) 



Point 6 



...the threat by Peking of defection...from Moscow 
...the alliance made great good sense in both Com- 
munist Capitals, (p. 213) Peking's behavior... 
should the West offer terms. ..at a time of intense 
power struggle in which they are caught up in two 
ways. ..Thus. ..its fate rests substantially with the 
peoples of the Free World and their governments. 
(P. 313) 



Indian courtship of China. ..win her to a more mod- 
erate approach, (p. 184) If the Communist alter- 
native eventually wins. ..because the methods.. .of 
America rejected as inadequate, (p. 350) Formosa 
...a free developing nation,, .seven million native 
Formosans are given a final say in their own des- 
tiny.. .China may gradually modify her approach 
to world affairs, (p, 366, 367) 



In addition to the pronouncements referred to above, publications of the U. S. Information 
Administration (USIA's 44 Problems of Communism") have supported portions of the above "line" 
and some of it can be found in publications of the Institute of Pacific Relations, but not after 1954. 

This whole line, whether supported in whole or only in part, wherever met with, might be 
identified as the 4 4 Maoist line," that is, support of the objectives of Mao Tse-tung, the Chinese Com- 
munist Dictator. 



NOT REPUBLICAN, DEMOCRATIC or STATE DEPT. POLICY 



Never in American history has any foreign policy had such unanimous political support 
as the current policy of non- recognition of Communist China and opposition to its entry into the U.N. 
In July 1956 both houses of Congress passed strongly worded resolutions to this effect. The vote was 
391 to 0 in the House and 86 to 0 in the Senate. Of the 10 missing Senators, 9 sent telegrams announc- 
ing that their votes would have been cast for the resolution, if present. The following month, by un- 
animous votes, the Democratic and Republican National Conventions adopted the same policies in 
their platforms. As recently as March 13th Secretary Dulles officially confirmed this policy in his 
statement to our Allies at Canberra. 

Why then do governmental advisers, leading businessmen, ex-diplomats, Senators, an 
American Intelligence official, and supposedly scholarly experts, oppose the unanimous decisions 
of every responsible American political institution? Why do these evident non- Communists plug 
the "Maoist line?" 



Past failures in our Government's China policy were due, in large part, to governmental 
acceptance of viewpoints emanating from such apparently scholarly sources as the Institute of Pa- 
cific Relations. The IPR, although it still exists, is largely discredited. Its place has been filled 
in part by such groups as the Foreign Policy Association, the Council on Foreign Relations, and, 
in particular, by the Center for International Studies (CENIS) at the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology. All have the same aloof air of distinction, of being above politics, as did the IPR in 
its heyday. Let us take a brief look at the Foreign Policy Association. 
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In its widely distributed Headline Series pamphlet entitled, ''DECISIONS: 1957" the Foreign 
Policy Association includes an article by Mr. A. Doak Barnett, formerly of the IPR, l4 SHOULD THE 
UNITED STATES DEAL WITH RED CHINA?" The Foreign Policy Association's purpose is to pre- 
sent questions on foreign policy for broad public discussion by their chapters throughout the country. 
It says it does "not promote specific solutions to international problems." In line with these avowed 
purposes of the FPA, Mr. Barnett f s article is interesting and significant. Included are such state- 
ments as: 

"How long can the U.S. effectively attempt to bar the admission of Communist China to the UN and restrict 
China trade, both of which depend on international support for successful implementation?; adamant Ameri- 
can opposition to the seating of Peiping could conceivably divide and weaken the non-Communist position in 
the UN, more than would the admission of the Chinese Communists; at present the basis for American non- 
recognition of Communist China is by no means wholly clear, a fact which not only makes the United States 
vulnerable to criticism of many kinds abroad but also restricts our freedom of action and our flexibility in 
dealing with problems in the China area; there is considerable evidence that refusal to recognize Peiping 
places the United States in a peculiarly negative position in our approach to Asia and may detract rather 
than contribute to our ability to exercise real leadership in that important region/' 

I note as a matter of interest that Mr. Barnett was selected to present the paper on "The 
United States and Communist China" to the American Assembly, referred to above. Two out of Mr. 
Barnett's four reading references were authored by Prof. W. W. Rostow. 

ANOTHER SELL-OUT IN ASIA? 

Would it not be well to inquire into the forces behind the campaign to sell Red China to 
America now, before the damage is done, instead of long afterwards, as in the past? 

Who are the crypto-Communists behind the non- Communists busily promoting the "Mao- 
ist line" in academic and government circles ? 

I desire to make clear that I am not suggesting that any of the persons or organizations 
named above are either Communist or Communist controlled. I know of no such evidence. Some of 
them, as revealed by Mr, Rostow 's self- evaluation as a "tentative China hand," are illy-informed 
and naive. Others, like Mr. Fairbank, Mr. Barnett, the Council on Foreign Relations and the Foreign 
Policy Association, have long records of guessing wrong about China in the past. Maybe they are 
just running true to form, or maybe are being misled again, as in the past, by the IPR influence. 

In 1948 Congressman Walter H. Judd of Minnesota publicly called for an investigation of 
the IPR by the Un-American Activities Committee of the House. Shortly thereafter a call was issued 
by a group of men connected with the IPR for the formation of a new Far Eastern study association. 
I attended the organization meeting in Casa Italiana at Columbia University and signed as a member 
but was not thereafter notified of meetings, dues payable, or anything else. I presumed it had failed 
to organize and only much later learned of its existence. 

I do not have first hand knowledge of its activities. Varying reports come to me that this 
organization (originally called the Far Eastern Association, now named the Association for Asian 
Studies) is controlled by the former IPR group and their students. It is reported that these hard core 
IPR veterans run something closely approaching a reign of terror in the field of academic Far East- 
ern studies, pushing the "Maoist line" and making life miserable for those few who do not conform. 

Somewhere back of the good people of CENIS, of Big Business, of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, of the Foreign Policy Association, and the governmental advisers --all of whom may 
be considered the l/8th of the cold-war iceberg visible above water — must be the heart of the Com- 
munist conspiracy. 

In a recent speech in Tor ring ton, Conn., the Most Rev. Cuthbert M. O'Gara, C.P., exiled 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Yuanling, China, said (referring to the statement of Henry Ford II): 

"Big Business is urging that America play the part of Little Red Riding Hood to the Chinese Wolf ...clearly there 
is some powerful influence which is working tirelessly, ceaselessly, resolutely, behind the scenes for the 
eventual admission of the Red Chinese into the U.N.*' 

To discover this "underwater" component of the iceberg should not be difficult for a Con- 
gressional Committee. None of these good citizens would take the Fifth Amendment. All would of 
course co-operate to expose those back of those who duped them. Why not provide them with the op- 
portunity to assist their Government to expose the conspirators? 
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une 18, 1957 



Mr, Harry Schwartz 
c/o New York TIMES 

Dear Mr, Schwartz: 

I was much interested in your column last Sunday, in which you referred 
to the summary of Mao Tse-tung's secret speeches published last week under the War- 
saw byline of Sidney Gruson. These speeches, you say, were delivered last February 
27th and March 12th. It will be interesting to compare the 17,000 word "corrected" 
text released in Hong Kong yesterday with the excerpts available to Gruson and you. 

How Mr. Gruson and now you, can draw all the conclusions you do draw 
from a partial text of secret speeches, I do not understand. Particularly am I puzzled 
because on December 29th last, the Politburo of the Chinese Communist Party issued 
a long statement on the relations of the various Communist Parties to the Soviet Union, 
as well as other matters supposedly covered by Mao Tse-tung's speeches of February 
27th and March 12th. 

This document of December 29th, translated into English by the Commun- 
ists, was printed in Political Affairs, theoretical monthly of the A merican Communist 
Party, for February 1957. It was also published by the New Times of Moscow (January 
10th); by the Foreign Languages Publishing House of Moscow (sold tere) in a special 
pamphlet; and it appeared in the English language edition of the monthly International 
Affairs of Moscow, January issue; and in numerous other places and in many languages. 

In short, this latter statement is not only official, it is complete and it 
is in official text. And it is not propaganda in the same sense the Mao speeches were, 
nor is it being so used. I wonder why neither you nor Mr. Gruson has gren considera- 
tion to this official document which tells a very different story of Moscow-Peking rela- 
tionships. 

Quoting from Political Affairs of February 1957, it says: "The leader 
of the imperialist camp, the United States, , , has been obstructing China's liberation 
of its own territory, Taiwan" (p. 3) . , . M In our opinion Stalin's mistakes take second 
place to his achievements." (p. 13) "Comrade Tito correctly points out. . . we must 
defend Kadar's present government, we must help it. " (p. 14) ". . • we must continue 
to strengthen international proletarian solidarity with the Soviet Union as the center," 
(p, 22). "Facts prove that the revolutionary proletariat of the Soviet Union, China. . . 
are all staunch supporters of Egypt's struggle against aggression. . ," (p, 24) "Fur- 
thermore, thanks to the help given by the Soviet troops to the Hungarian people, the 
imperialists were frustrated, . ," (p, 25) "Though the international Communist move- 
ment has met with some setbacks recently, we have learned many helpful lessons from 
them, , , However many twists and turns may await us on our forward journey, humanity 
will eventually reach its bright destiny Communism, There is no force that can 
stop it," (p, 26) 



Isn't that just what Khrushchev predicted for our grandchildren? 

ALL INFORMATinN ^r^r n 

■""i-iM U i I, WiilftlllcU Sincerely, 

& UNCLASSIFIED 

■ : £^2fe__ i m ' S/Y £S^/ps (Signed) Alfred Kohlberg 
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United States Representative 
to the United Nations 



Two Park Avenue, 

New York 16, New York, 
June 18, 1957. 



Dear Mr* Kohlbergt 

Thank you for your letter of June 12 enclosing 
your recent press releases on the question of China's 
representation in the United Nations* 

I am confident that, at the next session of the 
General Assentoly, ire will again prevent the seating 
of Red China at the United Nations, as we have done 
hitherto* 

I am enclosing a copy of a letter I wrote recently 
to Congressman Judd on this same subject. 



Sincerely yours, 



Henry Cabot Lodge 




Enclosure 



Mr, Alfred Kohlberg, 
1 West 37th Street, 

New York 18, New York* 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

t WEST 37™ STREET 

New York 1 8, NY. 



June 27, 1957 




Sen. Theodore F. Green 
Senator James O. Eastland 
Rep. Francis E. Walter 

Gentlemen; 



t Mr. Rosen.. 
I Uj\ Tamm. 




Mi\ Trotter.. 
Mr. Nease_ 



Mr.^ollonHm 

>Gandy_ 



I beg to recall to your attention my letter of May 21. Since then the 
jf "Maoist line** on Red China, like June, has been busting out all over. Early this 
month Britain, and then nearly all the NATO countries, removed special trade re- 
strictions oh Red China. Part of our Press and some of our business leaders fell 

for this hook, line and sinker with dreams of fast bucks, arming 

Red China a la Japan before Pearl Harbor. 




RED CHINA: 

TRADE COMMISSION 




These masters of "realism" seem unaware that our annual busi- 
ness with the great, rich U. S. S. R #f to which these special restric- 
tions have never applied, fails to equal the figures of a Macy week- 
end Special Sale. Two items this past m onth seem especially sig- 
nificant. 



First, Sen. Magnuson's hearings on Red China trade. 
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"We make special deals to 
x anyone who will back us /or 
the United Nations" 



Second, the vast hullctballoo stirred up by the Commie propaganda 
machine using the facilities of the N. Y. Times. First they leaked 
selected portions of two supposed Mao Tse-tung speeches of last 
February and March to a Times man in Poland. Having set the stage 
they then released the "corrected*' text of the February speech in 
Hongkong, w v hich the Times cabled and ran in full (2 3/4 pages plus 
much comment), not as a paid advertisement. 



This "speech" of Mao Tse-tung differs from the official Politburo 
statement of last December 29, principally by a greater content of double talk. Both 
admit strikes, riots and uprisings in China; pledge undying loyalty to the U.S.S.R.; 
justify Russia's crimes in Hungary; prophesy the conquest of the world; and pretty 
thoroughly discredit recent articles, such as in April LOOK, which present Mainland 
China as a land of peace and contentment. 

As expressed in the attached copy of letter to Harry Schwartz, Soviet 
specialist of the N. Y. Times, as far as I know no one but "Counterattack," Louis 
Budenz and Eugene Dennis- at the 16th Communist Party Convention (overlooked by 
all the press) has even called attention to this solid document, widely and officially 
published. I have bought extra copies as published by the Foreign Languages Pubiish- 
ig House of Moscow, and would be happy to s upply ^y o^ f </r stu dy. / c x^C? 6? ^ 

' 46 NOT RECORDED 

ince nw pj-j^yigu^glj^tter, I 



On the optimistic side during 
refer to the enclosed letter from Ambassad 
jrnment's continued firm stand again 

CONTAINED 







month sine 

enry Cabot Lo3fge^ v expressing our 
lling out Asia for, ft mass ™ f ft*P#^ottage« 

* H L fj 5 /P G 

Alfred Kohlberg 





Mr, Allen Dulles, Director 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Dulles: 



Alfred Kohlber cB 

I WEST 37™ STReIT - ' 

New York hs;N.Y 
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December 9, 1957 



OPEN LETTER 




ins 

Mr; Rosen 

Mr. Tamm 

Mr. Trotter 

Mr. Clayton 

Tele. Room 

Mr. EoUoman. 
Mis* Gaudy, 



mmwr 



Your Agency seems to be attempting to subvert the only portion of 
your brother's World Policy which has the unanimous approval of both Houses 
of the Congress and both political parties. I refer to his China Policy. He stands 
for NO ADMISSION to the U.N.; NO RECOGNITION; and NO TRADE. 



Last June I issued a report covering the activities of your assistant, 

Robert Amory, and of the CIA sponsored Center for International Studies at M.I.T. J 

Now I call your attention to the activities of th^^lvIERICAN ASSEMBLY (founded * 
|by Pres. Eisenhower when at Columbia). That the AMERICAN ASSEMBLY is 
IC.I.A. controlled, I do not suggest, but the two seem strangely in agreement. 



The AMERICAN ASSEMBLY studied the Far East at Arden House 
last November. Its Mid-West Section did the same at St. Louis last March. I 
enclose reproduction of that Report, which was issued only last month. Agreeing 

I with the Arden House conclusions, it recommends toward Red China a policy of 
NEUTRALISM, RETREAT, RECOGNITION and NEGOTIATION. 

On the other hand, tt^ftnter national Longshoremen's Association, 
meeting in Chicago last July, passed the enclosed Resolutions, The ILA rates 
no intellectual leaders, but managed to get itself kicked out of the AFL several 
years ago for racketeering. It recommended a policy of NO RECOGNITION, NO 
TRADE, and NO NEGOTIATIONS with the wholesale murderers of Peking and 

I Moscow. It called impartially for investigation of Harry Bridges' ILWU and the 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce; and, by inference, of the AMERICAN 
ASSEMBLY and your assistants. 

j Why the CIA should attempt poJ>py making, and whether that is your 

| proper function, I leave to others. This^Jrter is to ask whether this policy pres- / 
sure has been with your approval? contrary to your*wishes? or without your 

knowledge ? RE€0M)ED - 37 z£ t jjlz* — 

Last Monday's papers report Adlai £>fevDSson^ sa yi n 8l^^^fe^f^l957 
'Allies do not know what our policy may be. In China, where we have a policy unan- 
imously approved by both Houses of Congress and the 1956 Platfor md e f both P« 
ties, it is mystifying to find the CIA leading the S. F. Chamber of Commerce, the 

(American Assembly and Harry Bridges (or the other way around) in trying to re^ 
verse it. May I suggest that a public statement by you would help clarify 
mystery? 

ALL INFORMATION CO'TJ^ry *** 
^RE^JJfffiLASSIFIci 

hatred Kohlberg 
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cc geci^fpry John Foster Dulles 




FINAL REPORT 



TW I D W E S T ASSEMBLY ON FAR EASTERN POLICY 

SPONSORED BY 

WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY SAINT LOUIS 
IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE AMERICAN ASSEMBLY 



The Midwest Assembly on Far Eastern Policy, meeting in Saint Louis, Missouri, March 29-31, 1957 under the 
Sponsorship of Washington University and the American Assembly considered and approved the following state- 
ment. The Midwest Assembly agreed that the report would not be regarded as representing in all its items the 
views of each individual member and that signatures of the Participants would therefore not be affixed to the 
statement. This decision was in accordance with the general policy of the American Assembly. 



I. THE PROBLEM OF FAR EASTERN POLICY 



JLhe formulation of United States policy 
for the Far East today is a task of constantly grow- 
ing complexity. The development of nationalism 
and the rise of new nations in Asia has compelled 
the Western world to abandon outworn assumptions 
that policy toward Asia can be projected merely 
on the basis of conflicting national interests among 
Western powers, and that the working out of pol- 
icy in Asia is but an extension of struggles in the 
West. The peoples of Asia have become articulate 
in their demand for recognition of their own sov- 
ereign rights and national interests. To the extent 
that they and their governments can through moral 
suasion, political maneuvers, and the threat or use 
of force affect the interests of the United States, 
we must formulate policies which realistically meet 
this new active situation. 

The central problem of American policy 
and security today is the cold war between the non- 
communist world led by the Western Powers and 
the communist world under the leadership or yoke 



of Soviet Russia. This conflict assumes widening 
proportions as the nations of Asia choose sides or 
adopt positions of neutralism which affect or ap- 
pear to affect the balance of political, military and 
economic power. 

In the long run the large questions of for- 
eign policy in Asia are partially the result of gen- 
eral problems of economically underdeveloped 
areas and therefore can only be solved as part of the 
problem of meeting the social and economic aspi- 
rations of the peoples of Asia. For the present, 
American Far Eastern policy must be concerned 
primarily with the role of Asian countries as allies, 
who may strengthen either the American or Rus- 
sian positions, and as irritants, who may cause un- 
desirable incidents or a drift into armed conflict 
between the principal contestants in the cold war. 
American Far Eastern policy must take into account 
new relationships and new concepts of military 
strategy and objectives in the light of swift progress 
in the development of atomic military power. Amer- 
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ican policy for the future involves further the con- 
sideration of the possibility that among the nations 
of Asia there may arise a power capable of inde- 
pendently threatening the security of our own na- 
tion, j 

The sovereignty of Far Eastern nations 
makes it possible for them to exploit the desire of 
the cold war contenders to acquire allies and avoid 
enmity. Thus these formerly passive states can 
openly or implicitly impose their needs upon the 
great powers. Foreign policy, correspondingly, has 
progressed from an area largely confined to the ar- 
rangement of national relationships through treaties 
of amity and commerce, and military alliances, to 
relationships intimately involving the economic arjd 
social arrangements within one or both of the states 
involved. The new countries of Asia are being 
greeted in the international community with sophis- 
ticated techniques of persuasion and propaganda, 
foreign aid programs, cultural exchange agencies 
and atomic bases. The problems and complexities 
involved in maintaining an effective and beneficial 
Far Eastern policy present new opportunities and 
dangers. It is to these new situations that the Mid- 
west Assembly on Far Eastern Policy has given 
its thoughtful consideration. 



1. The question of recognition is purely a po- 
litical one to be decided upon in terms of our na- 
tion's self interest. Recognition of Communist 
China by the United States would not imply ap- 
proval of the character of the regime. 

2. In dealing with the question of recognition 
or non-recognition of Communist China by tlje 
United States, there should be flexibility in Amer- 
ican policy. 

3. If the requisite majority of the members of 
the United Nations vote to accept Communist Chir a 
into the United Nations, the United States should 
abide by this majority decision. 

4. The United States government should per- 
mit American newsmen to enter Communist Chin i. 
The question of granting permission to other pro- 
fessional groups should be considered as the sit- 
uation arises. 1 



5. The trade controls against Communist 
China retard the industrialization of China but at 
the same time increase her dependence upon Soviet 
Russia. The trade controls also result in economic 
hardship to friendly nations in the Far East and 
retard the natural flow of trade with Japan. The 
question of trade controls against Communist China 
should be re-examined to determine the military 
importance of such trade and whether these con- 
trols unrealistically attempt to block natural trade 
channels. 

6. Formosa is important to the military se- 
curity of the United States in the Pacific area, but 
our alliance with the Republic of China poses a 
mortal th|eat to Red China. The legal status of 
Formosa, a former Japanese possession, remains 
unsettled. Its status should be clarified by interna- 
tional agreement or reference to the United Nations. 

7. Our security treaty with Japan should be 
revised to conform to the model of similar treaties 
negotiated with other allies, providing for periodic 
negotiation of leased base provisions, and elimi- 
nating special unilateral rights of the United States, 
in order to put the alliance with Japan on a bi- 
lateral basis. 

8. Japanese economic and military potential 
must be denied to the communist countries, but 
Japan must have satisfactory trade outlets. Be- 
cause economic power can be used for political 
purposes, major reliance by Japan on trade with 
Communist China is dangerous. Expansion of 
Japanese trade in other directions could however 
be sought on a multi-national basis with less danger 
of political blackmail or ideological subversion. 
The western world, including the United States, 
should reduce restrictions on imports from Japan. 
Extensive trade with Southeast Asia and Latin 
American countries is also a logical development 
for the Japanese economy, which can supply them 
with the capital goods they need in order to indus- 
trialize. 

9. We recommend strongly that the United 
States substantially increase its support of long 
range economic development programs in Asia. 
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WHEREAS, the Red dictators of the Soviet Union 
have again and again returned evil for good in our 
relations, ever since we recognized them in 1933 on 
liberal but definite terms which they promptly vio- 
lated, and 

WHEREAS, in the years since 1933, despite all 
pledges given us then and in the Declaration of the 
United Nations of January 1, 1942, and the Charter of 
the United Nations signed by them in 1945, they have 
enslaved one-third of mankind, killing millions, send- 
ing millions more to slave labor camps, destroying free 
trade unions and freedom of speech, of religion and of 
assembly, and 

WHEREAS, the Red Dictatorship in China, 
under the chairmanship of Mao Tse-tung, has risen to 
power over the bodies of millions of their countrymen 
slain in civil war; another 15 million reported by Asst. 
Secretary of State Robertson to have been executed 
as counter revolutionaries; and more than 20 million 
more condemned to slave labor, and 

WHEREAS, this bloody tyranny over the oldest 
civilized nation in the world, defied the U„N. in Korea 
and committed unspeakable crimes against the Korean 
people, and American and Korean soldiers, all of which, 
and much more, caused the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate of the U. S. and both political par- 
ties in their Conventions of 1956 to vote unanimously 
against any form of recognition of Red China or its 
admittance into the U. N., and 

WHEREAS, the Honorable John Foster Dulles. 
Secretary of State, on June 28, 1957, did declare that 
American policy stood firmly on these principles and 
with certainty regarded the evil that now afflicts the 
600,000,000 people of China as only "a passing phase," 
therefore be it 

RESOLVED, that the I LA in Convention assem- 
bled congratulates Secretary Dulles for his firm pro- 
nouncement to the whole world that the U. S. stands 
firm for the unanimous policy of both our political 
parties against trade with or recognition of Communist 
China, and be it further 



RESOLVED, that it is beneath the dignity of free 
American workers to handle goods produced by slave 
labor and that the ILA hereby vigorously opposes any 
trade which would strengthen the Chinese Communist 
regime which is the enemy of Our Country and of free 
working men throughout the world, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that all members of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen's Association will refuse to 
work on any job connected with trade with the Peiping 
regime and calls on all free labor, in this country and 
abroad, to follow suit by refusing to work in the pro- 
duction or distribution of any material which will be 
shipped to Mainland China, which can only strengthen 
the brutal regime temporarily in power, and be it still 
further 

RESOLVED, that Congress should investigate the 
connections, affiliations and motivations of any and all 
who seek to destroy the greatest unity achieved by 
Americans on any foreign policy issue in our gener- 
ation. This investigation should be so thorough as to 
reveal whether such activities were undertaken without 
ulterior motives or on behalf of enemies of the USA 
and should be undertaken without respect to persons 
or organizations involved, whether business groups 
such as the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce or 
Harry Bridges ILWU, or pseudo-scholarly groups such 
as the Institute of Pacific Relations, the Association 
for Asian Studies or others, and still further 

RESOLVED, that while the line is firmly held 
against any fraternization or appeasement of the Red 
tide in the Pacific, that our Secretary of State demand 
redress by the Soviet Union for violation of the orders 
of the U. N. and the mandates of humanity in Korea 
and Hungary, failing which that we break relations 
with the U.S.S.R. and all its satellite puppet regimes 
and call for trial and expulsion from the U. N. 

T 

July 15, 1957 

Submitted by the International Longshoremen's 
Association, Public Relations Department 
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Dear Senator; 




Hon. Lyndon Johnson 

Chairman, Preparedness Committee^ A^fgs * 3k0O*(i>~l OPEN LETTER 
U. S. Senate *7'/*7 ^AfoO^O 

Washington 25. D. C. Jtyf ORNATXRl CO ? TJ1INEB y 

HlRBWl8UHCsJ&lr,£0 K 

{Whether you obtain the text of the Gaither Report or not, there re- 
mains the question of what pressure groups influence not just missiles, but over- 
iall U. S. Defense Policy. — - ^ - ■ 

The press hints at an endless variety of pressures. High tariff and 
low tariff contenders for more or less trade with Allies; local interests seeking 
Defense facilities or contracts; friends of China* (either Red or Free); of France 
or the Algerians, etc., etc. The Gaither Committee is such a group on a higher 
and more secret level. Yesterday's N. Y. Times reports another * 4 study" run 
by young Henry Kissinger for the Rockefellers. Remember President Eisenhow 
vetoed the Natural Gas Bill for less effective lobbying than that. 





May I suggest that press speculation on the Gaither Report is making 
it the moment's outstanding Defense Pressure Group, even though unintentionally. 
The Daily Worker charges the Gaither group with promoting preventive war. Some 
papers quote it to justify appeasement. Some noting Nitze, Killian and Rabi on the 
Committee argue that it justifies the Kennan line of endless negotiation with the 
goons who, ey:en after 40 years of air-tight controls, dare not risk a free election 
to legitimize their regime. 




My view is that the alarm of these gentlemen is a sign of coming sanity. 
Americans who. have been trying for decades to alert our country to the danger re- 
call that Messrs. Baxter, Calkins, Gaither, Killian, Rabi and_others._have past re- f\*** 
cords of pooh-poohing fears of Communism as nothing but McCarthyism, and 
fearing our real danger lay in infringement of the civil rights of local Reds by C< 
gressional Committees. 



o £ 1) 
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The discovery of who brought this group together, what funds were 
provided, who passed on their qualifications and security clearances, and who act- 
ually did the real work, might be more revealing than the Report itself; if you can 
get it. It would be revealing to have some of them tell who misled them in the past. 
Some of us who have been crying in the wilderness for decades suspect these recent 
pooh-poohe^k are suffering from shock, and may assume the role o^lyffil^HANTS^ / 
OF FEAR, unintentionally scaring us into all-out appeasement. 

example, the enclos^cl •j^^rint o^ariicle by 
ormer G.A.C. Chairman, reveals that thp Tt. has no Hptprminpf} pojyPfps, 
ettled world objectives, (p. 210) To this he contrasts Russian plans ^a^fMlTrTf?^ 
J e( |J'kY e ©lH^5& : [ human c st.' (p. 211-212) He now con Lud s thai #ne e is not 
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much truth in Communism, (p. 212) Although denied access to secret material, he 
senses that Communism is a danger. He deplores U. S. confusion, but, in spite of 
his past inside view, neglects to tell us how our Fellow-travelers help create it. 
Part II of his article seems as confused to me as he believes the rest of us to be. 
In his case it may also be explained as shock. 

Nothing happened in 1957 of which we were not previously warned by 
Senators Symington and McCarthy (to pick two, only, from opposing sides). Some 
of these Gaither Committeemen have been in responsible policy posts in the 12 
years that brought us from Unconditional Victory to the present mess. I respect- 
fully suggest that revelation of the pressure forces behind Defense policies can 
best help form a sound public opinion behind your Committee. 



Very sincerely yours, 



AK:am // 
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AN INWARD LOOK 

By Robert Oppenheimer 

THE conflict with Communist power from time to time 
throws a harsh light on our own society. As this conflict 
continues, and its obduracy, scope and deadliness become 
increasingly manifest, we begin to see traits in American society 
of which we were barely aware, and which in this context appear 
as grievous disabilities. Perhaps the first thus to come to atten- 
tion is our inability to give an account of our national purposes, 
intentions and hopes that is at once honest and inspiring. It is a 
long time since anyone has spoken, on behalf of this country, of 
our future or the world's future in a way that suggested complete 
integrity, some freshness of spirit and a touch of the plausible. 

Two other national traits have more recently aroused grave 
concern. Because the conflict with Communist power is taking 
place concurrently with an extreme acceleration of a technological 
revolution, and in particular because these last years have marked 
the maturing of the military phases of the atomic age, public 
attention has been drawn to the relative effectiveness of the Sov- 
iet system and ours in the training and recruiting of scientists 
and technical people. This comparison has shown that, in a field 
where once we were better than the Russians, we may soon be 
less good. The Soviet 6ystem, by combining formidable and rare 
incentives for success in science and technology with a massive 
search for talent and with rigorous and high standards in early 
education, appears about to attract to scientific work a larger 
fraction of its-population than we shall be doing. 

When we learned this, it was natural to turn our attention to 
its causes. Some of these lie in the relatively low esteem in which 
learning is held in this country and, above all, in our indifference 
to the profession of teaching, especially teaching in the schools, 
a low esteem that is both manifested and caused by the fact that 
we pay our teachers poorly and our scientists not too well. The 
grimness of life in Soviet countries makes it easy to translate 
prestige into luxury and privilege. We do not want it so here. Yet 
on closer examination we have seen that in our own schools 

Editor's Note: This paper, prepared last spring for the Center for International Studies, 
MIX, will appear in "The American Style: Essays on Value and Performance," edited by 
Elting E. Morrison, to be published in 1958 by Harper and Brothers, 
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educational^ standards are far lower for languages, mathematics 
and the sciences than in their Soviet counterparts. We have 
learned that many of our teachers are not really versed in the 
subjects which it is their duty to teach and, in many cases, their 
lack of knowledge is matched by their lack of affection or interest. 
In brief, we have come upon a problem of the greatest gravity 
for the life of our people by matching ourselves against a remote 
and unloved antagonist. 

Something of the same kind appears to be happening in a quite 
different area. This has to do with the ability of our Government 
—in fact, with the ability of our institutions and our people 
through our Government — to determine national policy in those 
. areas that have to do with foreign affairs and strategy, military 
and political. To quote Mr. W. W. Rostow in an address to the 
Naval War College late in 1956: , 

* I do not believe we as a nation have yet created a military policy and a civil 
foreign policy designed to fulfill [our purposes] and to exploit the potentials 
for social and political change favorable to our interest within the Commu- 
nist! Bloc. ... Historically, the United States has thrown its energies into the 
solution of military and foreign policy problems only when it faced concrete, 
self-evident dangers. 

again, Mr. Henry Kissinger wrote in the April 1957 issue of 
Foreign Affairs: 

By establishing a pattern of response in advance of crisis situations, stra- 
tegic doctrine permits a Power to act purposefully in the face of challenges. 
In its absence a Power will constantly be surprised by events. An adequate 
strategic doctrine is therefore the basic requirement of American security. 

It is now a widely <held view that, despite the organization of 
the executive branch of the Government to cope precisely with 
long-range problems, foreign policy and military strategy; despite 
the role assigned to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the National Secu- 
rity Council and the Policy Planning Staff of the Department of 
State; despite the availability to these organizations of the tech- 
nical and intellectual talent of the whole of this country and, to a 
more limited extent, of the whole free world — despite all this, 
the United States has not developed an understanding of its 
purposes, its interests, its alternatives and plans for the future in 
any way adequate to the gravity of the problems that the coun- 
try faces. There is a widespread impression that we live from 
astonishment to surprise, and from surprise to astonishment, 
never adequately forewarned or forearmed, and more often than 
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not choosing between evils, when forethought and foreaction 
might have provided happier alternatives. Why should this state 
of affairs exist in a country rich with wealth and leisure, dedicated 
to education, with a larger part of its citizenry involved in educa- 
tion than in any other land at any other time, with more colleges, 
universities, institutes and centers than, anyone cares to count, 
and at a time when unparalleled powers in the hands of a dedi- 
cated and hostile state threaten us more grievously than ever 
since the early days of the Republic? 

There are, of course, other national traits of which we can 
scarcely be proud, on which neither the atomic age nor the con- 
flict with Communism has put much emphasis. We may think, 
for instance, of our great wantonness with our country's re- 
sources; we may think of the scarcity of instances in which a con- 
cern for public beauty and harmony has made of the physical 
environment in which we live that comfort to the spirit which 
the loveliness of our land and our great wealth could well make 
possible. 

Indeed, all of the traits in which we judge ourselves harshly 
could have been drawn by historians comparing us with past 
cultures, or observers of the current scene comparing us with 
those contemporary. We should then, perhaps, have noted that no 
people has ever solved the educational problem which we have 
put to ourselves, and that no government, in a world in which 
few governments succeed for very long, has ever succeeded in a 
problem of the scope and toughness of that which faces ours. In- 
deed we could recognize the traits of weakness in our society in 
terms of a norm or an ideal, and hear of them from the philosopher 
or prophet. I believe, in fact, that these ways are the more con- 
structive, because I believe, as will be more evident in what fol- 
lows, that the traits that bother us are sigrys of a rather deep, re- 
fractory and quite unprecedented cultural crisis, and that in the 
end they will yield, not to symptomatic therapy, but to changes 
in our life, changes in what we believe, what we do and what 
we value. 

For the problems of ou r country and our age have hardly in 
historical times arisen in anything like the ir present form; c er- 
tai nly they have neve r been resolved. If our adversary appears 
to h ave solved theltTbetter than v^it 

notelEat; it can har?Iy be health y for us to a dopt his means. 
He knows what he wants, because he has a simple theory of the 
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meaning of human life and of his place in it. With the strength 
of that confidence, ihe has a government prepared to take, at vast 
human cost, all necessary steps to reach his ends. That there is 
only a smalK fragmentary, largely obsolete taint of truth to his 
theory, that it excludes the greater part of truth, and the deeper, 
should give us some confidence that he will not succeed. That his 
failure may be marked by a vast iLnbt universal human involve- 
ment, and an u np aralleled devastation and horror, should temper 
our pleasure in this prospect and return us to the solution of our 
problems on our own terms, in our own way, in our own good 

For the traits of weakness in our society we can see grounds 
that are at once multiple, intelligible and ironic. I think that the 
three weaknesses— in our education, in our faltering view of 
the future, and in our difficulties in the formulation of policy — 
haVe some corttmon grounds; but they are not the same, and to 
follow them all is not the purpose of this paper. Certainly egali- 
tarianism and our traditionally cherished tolerance of diversity, 
diversity precisely on the most fundamental issues of man's na- 
ture and destiny, his salvation and faith, certainly these quali- 
ties, long held as virtues, have much to do with our troubles in 
education where they define, as it were, the insoluble problem; 
they have much to do with the difficulties of prophecy and pol- 
icy, which traditionally rest on consensus precisely with regard 
to those matters where we are dedicated to difference. The good 
fortune of the country, speaking in large terms and over the cen- 
turies, and its consequent optimism and confidence, have some- 
thing to do with our troubles. Perhaps we would not change these 
things, but we must give weight to them, when we compare our- 
selves with Athens, or Elizabethan England, or Victorian, or sev- 
enteenth century France. 

Our weaknesses, of course, have a touch of irony. It is our very 
confidence in education, our determination that it should be 
available to all, our belief that through it man will find dignity 
and freedom, that have played so large a part in reducing our edu- 
cational system to the half-empty mockery that it now is . When, 
for the first time in years of formal peace, we have devoted effort, 
study, thought and treasure to the quest for military security, 
we have brought about the most fearful insecurity that has been 
known to man in what we know of his history. 
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It is commonly said that our national culture favors practice 
over theory, action over thought, invention over contemplation. 
There is some truth to this thesis. It should not be exaggerated. 
For one thing, the balance between operation and reflection must 
always, everywhere, numerically favor the doers as compared to 
the reflectors; even in Athens there were quite a few Sophists for 
one Socrates; and I find it hard to imagine any society in which 
the world's work does not occupy more people more of the time 
than does an understanding of the world. For another, the bat .> 
ance between these aspects of life has been accented by circum- 
stance, in that the doers in our country have had great good for- 
tune to mark and celebrate their deeds: the country's wealth, 
its spaciousness, its wide measure of freedom, and, on the whole, 
its prevailing optimism. It would take quite considerable ac- 
complishments of theory and understanding to match the bril- 
liance, often almost the impudence, of our material creations. 

Our past has always been marked by a few original and deeply 
reflective minds whose work, though it was part of the intellectual 
tradition of Europe and the world, has nevertheless a peculiarly 
national stamp, as in the four names of Peirce, Gibbs, James, Veb- 
len. Today, in almost all fields of natural science, and in some 
others as well, our country is preeminent in theory as it is in ex- 
periment, invention and practice. This has meant a great change 
in the educational scene, as far as higher education is concerned, 
in the graduate schools, in post-doctoral work, in the institutes 
and universities. Part of this, it is true, has come about because 
of misfortunes abroad: the two wars in Europe, and the Nazis, 
the initial effects of Communist power in Russia, which for a time 
at least made conditions of serious study very difficult. It has 
been brought about in part by the coming to this country of 
scholars in refuge from their regimes, from tyranny and trquble 
abroad. Nevertheless it is true that today a young man wishing 
the best training in theoretical physics or mathematics, theoreti- 
cal chemistry or biology, will be likely to come to this country, as 
three decades ago he would have gone to the schools of Europe. It 
was important, after the end of the Second World War, yhen 
there was much public interest in the successes in applied science 
which the war years had brought about in this country, to combat 
any exaggerated sense of American superiority by pointing to the 
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great contributions for which we were in debt to Europeans and 
others from other lands; but to repeat today that which was only 
partially true then, namely that Americans excel in practical un- 
dertakings but are weak in theory, is to distort the truth. It 
should be added, of course, that the number of men engaged in 
theoretical science is always small and, even with us today, it is 
very small. Their work and their existence can have little direct 
bearing on the temper and style of the country. 

Having said all this, it does seem to me that in comparison 
with other civilizations— that of classic India surely, that on the 
continent of Europe, and probably even that of England, where 
theory is brilliantly made but largely ignored in practice — ours 
is a land in which practice is emphasized far more than theory, 
and action far more than contemplation. In the difficult balance 
of teaching, we tend to teach too much in terms of utility and too 
little in terms of beauty. And if and when we "do it ourselves," 
it is unlikely to be learning and thought. 

To see the bearing of this trait, we should recognize another 
feature of the American landscape: in important, deep and com- 
plex ways, this is a land of diversity; and it tolerates, respects 
and fosters diversity in the form of a true pluralism. There is 
much theory made in the United States: cosmological theory, 
theory of genetic processes, theory about the nature of immunity, 
theory about the nature of matter, theory about learning, about 
prices, about communication; but there is no unifying theory of 
what human life is about; there is no fconsensus either as to the 
nature of reality or of the part we are to play in it; there is no 
theory of the good life and not much theory of the role of govern- 
ment in promoting it. The diverse talents, skills, beliefs and ex- 
perience of our people contribute effectively to the solution of a 
concrete problem, to answering the well-defined question, to the 
building of a machine, or a structure, or a weapon system; and in 
such concrete and limited exercises, the diversity and strangeness 
of the participants is harmonized by the community of the con- 
crete undertaking. The team of experts, sometimes including 
experts from social science, was an immensely successful inven- 
tion for wartime research, and continues to be in many forms 
of technical enterprise. It continues to be inappropriate, and 
tends to languish, in the general undertakings of academic life. 

American pluralism can no doubt in part be understood in 
terms of our history, and those features in which we differ from 
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most of the communities of Europe and of much of Asia. We may 
think of the relatively primitive communities in the Indian vil- 
lages of the Sputhwest, which some of us may still remember 
from the earlier years of this century. The quality of their life was 
relatively static and highly patterned; all of its elements jwere 
coherent, and were rendered unified and meaningful by religious 
rites and religious doctrine. Change was slow, and communication 
adequate to the limited experience of the villagers. Such commu- 
nities represent almost an ideal of unity, of common understand- 
ing, and of a monistic view of the world. There has been little of 
the village in American life. The frontier, the openness of the 
country, and later the immense rapidity of change and the tumult 
of motion and traffic, have given us a very different national ^expe- 
rience. Probably for two centuries New England had the stability 
of village life; and I believe that we see today, in the coherence, 
firmness and mutual understanding of its survivors, one of the 
most stable and unified elements in our country. Probably, al- 
though I know less of this, one could find a similar story in the 
South, though the fortunes of the last hundred years have. dealt 
harshly with it. 

Even if we turn our thoughts to Europe, the site of so much 
of the commotion, disillusion and variety which characterize our 
own land, we see important differences; there is a long past of 
limited mobility, culminating in the thirteenth century in the 
unified view of all matters important to man, in a universe deter- 
mined by God, with God omnipresent, with the unvarying 
natures of all finite things, and the ever-present end and purpose 
of man's life. When this world began to break, it broke slpwly, 
first in the minds of the philosophers and scientists. It was not v 
until the seventeenth century that the turn from contemplation 
to action can be seen with any completeness; long after it oc- 
curred, its consequences were still troubling to John Donne: " Tis 
all in peeces, all cohaerence gone, All just supply, and all jRela- 
tion." Man's awareness of his power came slowly to Europe; it 
came to people bound by a common tongue, a common habit and 
common traditions in taste, manners, arts and ways. 

Compared to all this, Americans are nomads. There is, of 
course, much in common in what brought people to this country; 
but in overwhelming measure, what was common was either jnega- 
tive or personal and practical: the desire to escape repression, or 
the hope of making a new fortune. In the formative years of our 
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history, emptiness, the need and reward for improvisation, vari- 
ety, and the open frontier endowed the differences between men 
with weight and sanction. Our political philosophy undertook to 
reconcile the practical benefits of union with the maximum toler- 
ance of diversity. To all of this has come within the last century, 
and complementing the closing of the physical frontier, a new 
source of change, more radical and in the end more universal than 
those before. This lies, on the one hand, in the unprecedented 
growth of knowledge, whose time scale, estimated apprehensively 
as a half century two hundred years ago, could better now be 
put at a decade; and with this, based partly upon it, partly upon 
accumulated wealth, and partly on the tradition of freedom and 
mobility itself, a technological explosion and an economy unlike 
any the world has seen. 

Early in this century, William James wrote: 

The point I now urge you to observe particularly is the part played by the 
older truths. . . . Their influence is absolutely controlling. Loyalty to them 
is the first principle — in most cases it is the only principle; for by far the most 
usual way of handling phenomena so novel that they would make for a serious 
rearrangement of our preconception is to ignore them altogether, or to abuse 
those who bear witness for them. 

In our time the balance between the old truths and the new has 
been unhinged, and it is not unnatural that most men limit, in 
the severest possible way, the number and the kind of new truths 
with which they will have to deal. This is what makes the intel- 
lectual scene a scene of specialists, and this is what makes our 
people, for all the superficial evidences of similarity, more varied 
in their experience, more foreign to each other in the tongues 
which they use to talk of what is close to them, than in any time 
or place which comes to mind; this is what limits consensus to 
statements so vague that they may mean almost anything, or to 
situations so stark and threatening and so immediate that no 
theoretical structure, no world view, need intervene. 

Perhaps the most nearly coherent of all our large theoretical 
structures is that of natural science. It is hardly relevant to many 
of the questions of policy and strategy with which our Govern- 
ment must be confronted; to some it is. This coherence is, how- 
ever, of a very special sort: it consists by and large in an absence 
of contradiction between any part and any other, and in a per- 
vasive, often only potential mutual relevance. It does not consist 
in a structural coherence by which the whole can be derived from 
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some simple summary, some key, some happy mnemonic device. 
There are thus no fundamentals of science. Its largest truths are 
not definable in terms of 'common experience; nor do they imply 
the rest. Our knowledge of nature is in no true sense common 
knowledge; it is the treasure of the many flourishing specialized 
communities, often cut off from one another in their rapid growth. 
Never has our common knowledge been so frail a part of what 
is known. Natural science is not knownj and probably cannot 
be known, by anyone; small parts of it are; and in the world of 
learning, there is mediation in the great dark of ignorance between 
the areas of light. < •, r 

In assessing the practical import of scientific development sj, the 
Government may be faced by a reflection of this situation. Even 
in so relatively limited a field as the peacetime hazards of atomic 
radiation, it cannot turn to an expert for the answer. It tur^s to 
the National Academy of Sciences, which assembles a series of 
committees, both numerous and populous, whose collective 
knowledge and collective recognition of ignorance is, for the time 
being, our best answer. 

In other aspects of intellectual life, more relevant to policy and 
to strategy, we find a situation not wholly dissimilar, though less 
formalized and less clearly recognized. In our own internal aff airs, 
knowledge on the part of the Government of what the situations 
in fact are with which it must deal is complemented by a tradi- 
tional safeguard in our political institutions. If, in fact, the execu- 
tive and legislative branches of the Government have erred in 
their assessment of the problems of Northwestern lumbermen, 
or of maritime labor, or of Marine recruits, there is opportunity 
for those who are specialists in these ways, because they liv?e in 
them, to be heard; and there is an underlying tolerance, some- 
times violated, sometimes ignored, which yet gives to the voice 
of those most deeply concerned, and most intimately and imme- 
diately knowledgeable, the grave weight of the doctrine off the 
concurrent majority. In foreign affairs, in matters affecting ojther 
lands and people, no such protection and no such redress ejxist. 
Here the Government must rely most heavily on what is essen- 
tially scholarship: what the historian, the linguist, the artist 
and all others who, with the slowly learned historian's arjt of 
judging, evaluating and understanding, can give as an intubate 
glimpse of what goes on in foreign and often very strange lafnds. 

Faced with all this, faced with the complexity, the variety] and 
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the rapid change which characterize both the intellectual scene 
and the world itself, there is a terrible temptation to seek for the 
key that is not there, the simple summary from which all else 
might follow. We have tended to do that in the wars of this cen- 
tury, with, it would seem *most probable, consequences of great 
trouble when we have come to the end of the war. It was probably 
bad even in the First World War* when our Government had a 
relatively elaborate and learned theory which was widely ac- 
cepted by our people, but which was not quite true. It was prob- 
ably bad in the Second World War, where the theory seemed to 
be very primitive and to consist of the view that evil, however 
widely spread in the world, was so uniquely concentrated in the 
governments of the hostile Powers that we could forget it else- 
where. 

A government may, for more or less valid reasons, reach a con- 
clusion as to what its action should be, as ours does when we de- 
clare war, or when we adopt such relatively well-defined policies 
as the Truman Doctrine. Such decisions, reflecting the best esti- 
mate of the evidence available when they are made, are acts of 
will; clearly, further evidence which supports the decisions rein- 
forces the will, makes the prosecution of the war or the execution 
of the doctrine more likely to be effective. Evidence that the de- 
cisions may have been in error or may no longer be timely has a 
contrary effect. The human commitment to its own decisions, 
the human reluctance to learn and to change should not be rein- 
forced by any doctrine which deprecates the truth, and therefore 
the value, of what is inconsistent with past evidence and past 
judgment. The danger lies, not so much in that the new and con- 
flicting evidence may be weighed and given too little weight; it 
is that it will not even be seen, that our organs of intelligence and 
perception will be coded, much as our sense organs are, by our 
commitment, so that we will not even be aware of inconsistency 
and novelty. 

I believe that we are now deeply injured by the simplifications 
of this time. The cold war is real, it is bitter, and it is deadly . 
But it is not the only issue in the world, and for countless other 
peoples and their governments it is not the issue they see in the 
brightest, harshest light. Such global views tend to inhibit the 
reception of essential knowledge because in the light of our dom- 
inant doctrine this knowledge appears irrelevant or somehow does 
not fit. That we are indeed in this danger seems to me clear from 
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the extent to which the unfolding of history finds us always sur- 
prised; i 

There are two features of the situation that I have attempted 
to sketch that need a special comment. It seems to me that both 
the variety and the rate of change in our lives are likely to in- 
crease, that our knowledge will keep on growing, perhaps at a 
faster and faster rate, and that change itself will tend to be accel- 
erated. In describing this world, there will probably be no syn- 
opses to spare us the effort of detailed learning. I do not think it 
likely that we are in a brief interval of change and apparent dis- 
order whicb will soon -be ended: The cognitive problem seems to 
me unprecedented in scope, one not put in this vast fbrni to any 
earlier society, and one for which only the most general I rules of 
behavior can be found in the past. 

It also seems to me that we must look forward to a world in 
which this American problem is more neatly everyonefs prob- 
lem. The beginnings of this are perhaps as important in the pres- 
ent moods of Europe as are the history of the two Greajt Wars, 
Communism, the Nazis, and Europe's loss of political, military 
and economic power. The problems seem clearly implied in the 
determination of peoples in Africa and Asia, and in Central and 
South America, by means not yet devised and not at all under- 
stood, to achieve education, learning, technology and a new 
wealth. They form a part of the unrest, newly apparent! in the 
intellectuals of Che Soviet wtfrlB, perhaps especially among their 
scientists, and increase the sombreness of any prospect of change 
from tyranny to freedom. 

There are thus the most compelling external reasons why we, 
in this country, should be better able to take thought, and to 
make available in the pressing problems of policy and s xategy 
the intellectual resources now so Sorely. lacking. They are needed 
in the struggle with Communism; they are needed if we are to 
have some understanding and some slight influence, in all the 
rest of the world, in the great changes that lie ahead for it. 
Awareness of this need will do us good; and I do not underesti- 
mate the value of its general recognition by the people of this 
country nor official recognition by their Government. It can only 
help to make' money available to education and to teaching; it 
can only help to make the learned, as well as the facile welcome 
in the proceedings of government policy-making. But ;:hough 
these measures ,are bitterly necessary/ ahd though they a:e long 
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overdue, the real thing will not, I fear,, come from them alone. 

There may be valid grounds for a difference of opinion as to 
whether an official recognition of a need, or even a generally 
understood recognition of a need among our people, will evoke 
the response to that need. What we here need is a vastly greater 
intellectual vigor and discipline; a more habitual and widespread 
openmindedness; and a kind of indefatigability, which is not 
inconsistent with fatigue but is inconsistent with surrender. It 
is not that our land is poor in curiosity, in true learning, in the 
habit of smelling .out one's own self-delusion, in the dedication 
and search for order and law among novelty, variety and con- 
tingency. There is respect for learning and for expertness, and 
a proper recognition of the role of ignorance, and of our limits, 
both as men and as man; but of none of these is there enough, 
either among us, or in the value with which they are held by us, 
if indeed government by the people is not to perish. 
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Mr* Alfred Wshlberg 
I Wemt 3?th Street 
New Torh Id, Mm YorTt 

Dear JKK Xohlhergi 

Vour Utter of January 9, 1958, with 
enclosure*, ham been received fa. Jr* Hoover'* 
abmeme, and I am acknowledging ft for htm* 

J have taken the liberty of making 
copies of the material €no-l**ed with your letter 
and am returning the eheloeures* 

Sincerely yours s 



To] son 

Nichols _ 
Board man 
Belmont ~. 

M&hz 

Parsons — . 

Roseir 

Tmnm 

Trotter 



Tele. Room 

HolJonian 

Gandy 



Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 



Sncloeuree - $ 

J - New Torh (Encloeuree - 6) 
; NOTE FOR NEff YORK : 



rr, 



Enclosed for your information is one Photostat ^ 



each of Alfred Kohlberg*S letter to the Bureau dated 
1/9/58 and tlye enclosures thereto* 

(A) J* 
, (SEE NOTE m 2) . ■ / , 

All iI^FO^ATIO^^^^aInED 



:®4A^3 1958 



i ■ j 
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Setter *o Alfred Kbhlberg 
97-2660 



NOTBi 

An in-abscnce reply being forwarded thie 
instance as thie type reply was used previously 9/4/53 
in reply to a similar* type letter from Kbhlberg* 
This reply used in view of foot he has in past revealed 
contacts with Bureau to newspapers to extent of 
advising newspapers of nature of Bureau interviews v 

I with him* Also by memorandum Belmont to Boardman dated 
5/13/54 Kbhlberg was placed on list of persons not to 
be contacted without specific Bureau authority* By 
incoming letter Kbhlberg encloses articles from "The Worker" 
and the "People's Daily," a Chinese Communist newspaper* " 
These enclosures, as well as his other enclosures which 
are copies of correspondence, deal with a gathering held 
by Cyrus Eaton at Pugwash, mva Scotia, in 1956* One of 
these gatherings allegedly included C3IEN Tuan-sheng, 
Dean of law at Peking University in China, and scientists 
and scholars from Russia and other countries were present* 
Enclosed article from "People 's Daily" indicates CHIEN 
has "confessed" his past crimes to Chinese Communists,, 
and one of Kbhlberg 's enclosures is a copy of a letter to 
Cyrus Eaton written in a satirical vein concerning Eaton's 
Pugwash Conferences and telling Eaton that he should intercede 
in behalf of CHIEN in brder to save CBIEtl's neck from the 
Chinese Communists. Bufiles reflect Eaton is industrialist 
who is chairman otf board of Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad who 
has contributed, knowingly or unknowingly, in support of communist 
causes recently through writings and speaches and has sponsored 
conferences at his birthplace in Pugwash, Canada, which have 
been attended by foreign scholars including those from \ 
Russia and satellite countries* Bureau has previously been /. 
made aware of information concerning the Pugwash Conferences*, 
Information from Kbhlberg requires no additional investigative 
action, \ 

- •' ; . : •• -v • 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

1 WEST 37™ STREET 

New York 1 8, N Y. 



January 9, 1958 



Hon. J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover:, 




My friend, Dr. Hu Shih, former Chinese Ambassador to 
fthe U. S.^told me that Ch'ien Tuan-sheng, Dean of Social Science when 
She was President of Peking National University, had been in Canada in 
11956 as guest of Cyrus Eaton, to attend a gathering at Pugwash, N. S., 
J whic A (included scientists from the U. S. S 0 R # He said Ch'ien phoned 
Shim a'nd said Eaton paid for the trip. 

Meantime Ch f ien confessed, as per enclosed attachment, 
so I wrote Eaton as per enclosed. As the confession does not refer to 
the 1956 gather iig in Pugwash and as the N. Y. Times carried no word of 
such a gathering (as facets the Index shows), I did not stress it. Meantime 
I read the Sept. 195^^ulletin of the Atomic Scientists with its full reports 
of the 1957 Conference, including Resolutions, and also the resolutions of 
the Soviet Scientists. The gathering in London in 1955 was briefly referred 
to, but no mention of the 1956 session. 

So I wrote the editor as per enclosed (Dec. 27) and received 
answer as per photostat herewith. I also enclose photostat from the Worker 
of Dec. 29, including reference by Eaton to the 1956 conference. 



The N. Y. Times of Jan. 8 in an article headlined 
Plans to Curb Influx" refers to 



'recall" 

Chien Tuan-sheng, without revealing whether he is still alive. 



Shanghai 
of 4 representatives, including 



I thought J^should send you this information as of use, if you 
are keeping data on the^^ugwash Conferences. If not, kindly return the en- 
closures for- my files. /f&i,* ■ 1**9 fair p***' 

l^&fimWftm CONTAINED 

^/HEREIN IS UNCLASSirrEO 
V EAT F y/t>/*7 B Yy?/wq/a 

AK:am ^J*^ 4 ?* ffiHRDED - 




encs. 





Alfred Kohlberg 

1 WEST 37™ STREET 

New York le.NY. 



December 16, 1957 



rman 



C 



Dear Sirs; 




Being important with a lot of tax free money which one can well 



afford seems the modern equivalent for J. P. Morgan's yachts and O. H. P. 
Belmont's garden fetes of a bygone generation. Examples of this were the 
1956 and 1957 Pugwash (N. S.) Conferences at which you gathered American 
and European "scientists, " with some from the U.S.S.R. and Red Chiha. The 
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists reports these conferences developed from 
the 1955 Bertrand Russell- Albert Einstein gathering in London. 
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Your 1957 Conference seems to have been a success. The Reso- 
I lutions it adopted were approved by the Presidium of the Soviet Academy of 
ISciences without delay on August 8. A statement signed by 196 Russian 

scientists only 5 days later called for world wide propaganda on behalf of 

those Resolutions. 

But the other side of the coin is what is happening to the Iron 
Curtain scientists who were your guests in 1956, but failed to get the right 
Resolutions. You must accept responsibility for their sad fate to an extent 
equal to the credit for the 1957 success. 

One of your ''scientists 1 ' in 1956 was Ch'ien Tuan-sheng, Dean 
of Political Science and Law at Peking University, Apparently he is a gone 
goose. Last August his Confession of Crime was published in the Peking 
Peoples Daily (TRANSLATION ENCLOSED). At the very end he said that 
within a few days he would think up some more crimes to confess. I've been 
waiting, with nerves on edge like the man waiting for the other shoe to drop, 
but no more has appeared. Poor Ch'ien seems sunk without trace. 



- I suspect that Ch'ien thinks that his serious crime was the tele- 
phone calls to the American Pinko Professors while on the trip you paid for. 
My suspicion is that his failure, and that of his colleagues, to deliver the 
goods in 1956 was the more likely reason for his next trip--to the salt mines. 

I think you could save poor Ch'ien if you would try. If you ' 
don't have top connections in Peking just write my friend, Chu Hsueh-fan, 
now Minister of Telecommunications. Chu should have some sympathy for ^ 
fellows in trouble with the authorities, as he rose from the Shanghai opium'' 
racket, through the labor racket under the Nationalists, to his present Cabinet 
status under the Reds. A small gift to Chu (tax free, of course) accompanying 
your plea for Ch'ien, wouldn't hurt. 

Very truly yours, 



AK:am 
enc 



ENCLOSURE, 




Frotn Peoples Daily, Peking, Aug. 6, 1957 



My Crimes 

by 

ALL INFO!?MATIW^8fifi8SEB /^ ien 

an of College of Political Science and Law of Peking f) / ( • /t ^.^ y » ' 

iMlli^^ - Translation by U. S. Consulate General. Hongkong, Aug. 22, 1957 

Before the liberation, I had been engaged for a long time in anti-Communist, anti-Soviet, pro-Amer- 
ican, worshipping America, supporting Kuomintang reactionaries, and such criminal activities. After the lib- 
eration, the Party and the people, forgiving and forgetting my past, put me in a position of great trust and on 
an important job, in the hope that I might steadily reform myself ideologically and devote myself wholehearted- 
ly to the service of the people. But assuming the stand of the bourgeois reactionaries and being discontented, I 
have been disloyal to the Party and to the people. In the early days of the liberation I had frequent meetings 
with U. S. spy-correspondents. In 1949 and 1950 I continued to correspond with American spy-professor John 
K. Fairbank and others. Recently, taking advantage of the rectification campaign, I have attacked the Party in 
an attempt to weaken and dislodge the Party leadership from the College of Political Science and Law, and to 
make the College leave the road to socialism and return to the road of capitalism. I have also spoken dispar- 
agingly of the work led by the Party in administrative and judicial organs and in the field of higher education, 
in tie hope of weakening the Party's leadership of administrative, judicial and educational work. I am a crim- 
inal. My crimes constitute a serious danger to the state and the people.^ I bow down and admit my guilt to the 
Municipal People's Congress, the people of the metropolis and the rest of the nation. 

Acceptance of Leadership of Chang-Lo Alliance 

The Chang-Lo alliance is a criminal bloc of rightists. Chang Po-chun is a "sidewalk politician" 
whom I used to despise. When I joined the Democratic League, he spoke very highly of me, saying that I was a 
great intellectual and an important figure in higher educational circles, and that my position in the Democratic 
League should go up three grades. It is true that Chang Po-chun has never discussed with me his "Political 
Planning Institute" scheme with which he has hoped to wreck the fundamental system of our state, but I have 
never argued with him over political issues either. On March 12, when Chang proposed that the Democratic 
League should henceforth take a more active interest in the affairs of the state, I even applauded him. When 
he said that the CPPCC should play the part of upper house of parliament, I thought he had got something 
worthwhile. 

Lo Lung-chi and I have received the same kind of bourgeois education. We have been in frequent 
contact with each other since the days when we were both in Kunming. 

In April 1955, when he (Lo) asked me to join him in sponsoring a forum at the Cultural Club of college 
professors of science, engineering, arts and law (in reply to an earlier interpellation, my memory failed me 
and I said it was a forum of professors of political science and law who had not yet assumed office, which was 
not right) to discuss the study of Soviet (techniques), teaching and research conditions, allocation of work, rela- 
tions between old and new (personnel) and such problems, I gladly agreed. 

When Chang Po-chun and Lo Lung-chi began to raise questions about China's intellectuals, I, being 
of criminal thinking, thought wrongly that the leadership of Chang and Lo was correct. (Actually the leader- 
ship is a conspiracy against the Party and socialism). I accepted the leadership of Chang and Lo within the 
Democratic League. In this way I have gone farther and farther along the anti-Party, anti-socialist road, 
which is the road of the Chang-Lo alliance. Being ideologically in Sympathy with the Chang-Lo alliance, I have 
acted accordingly in support of that alliance. 

Undermining Party Leadership in College of Political Science and La w 

Since I was seriously discontented with and hostile to the Party organization in the College of Politi- 
cal Science and Law, I have been engaged in criminal activities against the Party in the College and in the fields 
of political science and law. 

The Chang-Lo alliance calls itself the leaders of the higher intellectuals. With malice aforethought, 
they have tried first of all to oust the Party from institutions of higher learning. Since I myself harbored crim- 
inal thoughts against the Party, I thought the time had come (to overthrow the Communist Party) as soon as I 
heard their false report (on the rectification movement?). So, when the rectification campaign bgan, I openly 
proposed that the College of Political Science and Ii^v/ should; not need the leadership of a Party committee, but 



sho\ild~be led by some organ^^^tion such as a College Council to be h^^ed by me. 

For the purpose of eventually weakening the Party's leadership in the College and advancing my own 
position, and in order to attain the ignominious object of fulfilling my own designs, I proceeo/to do a series of 
criminal acts. Trying to undermine the solid unity of the Party organization within the College, I declared that 
there was "too much sectarianism 1 * in the Party organization, that "Party members have come from three 
sources", that "those in leadership positions have come from the Revolutionary University", and that "it is 
now necessary to rectify the vestiges of the practice of the Revolutionary University'*. I hoped vainly to sow 
dissension within the Party organization and weaken it. 

The system of reporting, filing and checking forms part of the personnel system of the Party. I have 
spoken disparagingly of this system, declaring that some of the reporting is untrue and that therefore the stud- 
ents* dossiers and their screening are questionable. 

In order to weaken the Party's leadership, 1 have looked for persons who were dissatisfied with the 
Party, and tried to aggravate their discontentment, estrange them from the Party or incite them to act against 
the Party. I picked on the old professors and old judicial personnel, telling them maliciously that they were be- 
ing discriminated against. I have also tried to estrange the younger teachers from the Party, telling them that 
the Party has no respect for them. An outstanding example was my exploitation of the disgruntled Tu Ju-chi, 
a lecturer at the College of Political Science and Law who was bitter about the repression of counter-revolu- 
tionaries movement. I hinted to him that he might "contend and blossom" without restraint and make as much 
noise as possible in the rectification campaign. 

There are among the graduates of the College some who have been dissatisfied with their assign- 
ments. With this fact in mind, I fabricated the story that none of the graduates assigned to Tientsin in 1954, 
with the exception of only one, was posted in administrative or judicial departments. The truth was that the 
majority of them worked in administrative or judicial departments and I knew it. 

In the early stages of the rectification campaign, my most outstanding act of sabotage among the stu- 
dents was my incitement of a student, Chang Wen-yueh, who had always been dissatisfied with the Party, to at- 
tack the Party. Chang wrote me a letter full of reactionary feeling. I supported his unreasonable attacks on 
the class leaderships and even on the Party organization. I also recklessly wrote him a letter in reply, urging 
him to persist in his reactionary stand and to attack the Party. 

To undermine the Party's prestige and so weaken and finally shake off the Party's leadership, it 
would not be enough for me to act alone. I looked around for aides. Apart from inciting or persuading individ- 
uals to take part in anti-Party activities, I have also tried to make the Democratic League organization and 
trade union in the College my assistants. I stressed the need of supervision on the Party by the Democratic 
League and trade union. Actually I wanted the Democratic League and members of the trade union in the Col- 
lege to look for faults of the Party so that they might be used in attacks against the Party. I also demanded to 
expand the membership of the Democratic League organization, so that it might face the Party on equal terms. 
In addition, I have long and definitely harbored the thought of opposing the Party, and I have tried to understand 
through members of the Democratic League how the various units work. Such a thought has existed since 1952, 
and that also shows the long-term existence of my anti-Party thinking. 

It was not only the lust for power that prompted me to try to turn the College of Political Science and 
Law into my independent kingdom, but I also planned to turn the College back to the capitalistic road. When 
the readjustment of colleges and departments were made in 1952, the College of Political Science and Law of 
Peking was inaugurated. After that came the new objects of education and a new educational policy. Under 
the leadership of the Party, the young College of Political Science and Law has achieved a great deal in the past 
few years. But owing to my deep-rooted bourgeois ideas about education which are often uppermost in my 
mind, I have accepted only the outward forms of the readjustment of colleges and departments and the pedagog- 
ical reform, while refusing to accept their spirit and essentials. I have always strongly disapproved of the two 
year courses of the early days and the necessary and correct ideological reform of the students in those days. 
1 kept thinking highly of the longer courses and the so-called * 'orthodox" educational methods, which in reality 
are old bourgeois methods. 

1 have never discussed with anyone the various plans for a "Senior Law Institute" and had never 
heard about them before my return to the country. I did try, however, to get some of those who had taught po- 
litical science and law to teach in the College of Political Science and Law. For instance, I have talked on sev- 
eral occasions with Lou Pang-yen. I have hoped that Chang Ch'i-t'ai of Futan University would come, although 
1 have not talked with him about it. I have also hoped that Ch'en Yu-feng, who is still in Germany, would come 
too. They were all my former students. I have hoped that such men would voluntarily return to their country 
and ask to be assigned to my College of their own accord, so that it might not seem obvious that I wanted them 
to assist me. 1 knew that I should betray myself if I had openly tried to recruit friends. When more and more 
of such men, who would willingly serve in a school that did not follow the socialist road, came, the inevitable 
result would be restoration of capitalism in the college. 



I have falsely accused^K administrative and judicial departm^Pfe of serious sectarianism and the 
departments of higher education of serious doctrinairism, for no other reason than the hope that graduates from 
the College as I envisioned it would easily find jobs. Under the pretext of criticizing sectarianism, I falsely 
accused the administrative and judicial departments of being "one -suit hands", in the hope that these depart- 
ments would no longer insist in future on their cadres' filling certain political requirements. Then graduates 
from the College of Political Science and Law, in which capitalism had been restored, would naturally be able 
to find jobs. When the administrative and judicial departments are staffed more and more with people who 
have received a bourgeois education, they would inevitably follow the reactionary course of the legal system of 
bourgeois democracy. 

I am an ambitious politician who have assumed the mantle of a "scholar". For a long time I have 
tried to gratify my political desires under the respectable guise of "professor ", and with this end in view I 
have tried to exploit my position in the College in order to enhance my political status. The ambition of an am- 
bitious politician knows no bounds. During the early stages of the rectification campaign, when I lashed out at 
everthing and everyone and let out lots of poison, I had not yet quite realized the proportions of my political 
ambition. But political ambition rises with good fortune. It has its own laws of development. I had the ambi- 
tion to usurp the leadership powers of the College of Political Science and Law, and it developed into usurpa- 
tion of the leadership of the administrative and judicial departments of the government. That is only natural. 
Today I realize the danger to the state of my criminal activities. It is much more serious than I first thought, 
when I began to indulge in these activities. I am really a criminal to the Party and the people. 



Forming "Close Friendship" With U. S. Agent, and 
Maintaining Close Relations With Him After the Liberation 



I have formed relations for a long time with John K. Fairbank,. a U. S. spy in professorial disguise. 
After 1937, I always called on him whenever I was in the U. S. In the period between the winter of 1947 to the 
winter of 1948, I went to Harvard University in what is now an enemy country. I was Fairbank's guest. More- 
over, after the liberation, in 1949-50, I wrote him twenty letters about the publication of my book (written in 
English) on the old Chinese government and asking him to buy some books for me and to collect some income 
tax refund which was due to me, and he wrote me eighteen letters in return. In my letters I said things which 
no Chinese who loved his own country would say. For instance, in a letter dated March 9, 1949, I said: "As a 
Chinese who wants to adapt himself to the changing times, I sincerely admire the creators of the new order, 
although I myself may suffer them and be misunderstood." A letter dated September 6 contained these words; 
"My Chinese friends in Berkeley (where the University of California is) and London have informed me that 
they knew about some of my widely circulated letters. I suppose they were the letters which I had sent to you. 
Please keep this letter for yourself (meaning that it should not be circulated), because complications may 
arise sometimes/' He admitted the thing himself in a letter to me dated October 4. In a letter to him dated 
June 30, 1950, I gave him an account of the turning for the better of our national economy. These letters not 
only show that I have failed to distinguish between friend and foe and have lost my national stand, but moreover 
have enabled the enemy to obtain information which he may exaggerate or distort and use in slanderous attacks 
on our Party and people. Despite the liberation of the motherland I have continued to maintain exceedingly 
strong comprador views even after the study of the criticisms against the White Paper. I also insisted on pub- 
lishing a book which was not only quite worthless but also harmful to the people, and on claiming tainted money 
I am guilty of very serious crimes, all the more serious because I have never confessed them. 

Under the cloak of "expert on modern Chinese history", John K. Fairbank has always been in the 
service of the U. S. Department of State. During the war he travelled a lot between China and the U. S., and de- 
liberately helped to foster among our higher intellectuals what the White Paper called "democratic individual- 
ists " for American imperialism. I was the most outstanding of these "democratic individualists". I studied 
in the U. S. in my younger days. In the eleven years between 1937 and 1948 I visited the U.S. four times. The 
first time I went with Hu Shih with the object of asking U. S. imperialism to support the Chiang Kai-shek reac- 
tionary gang. The second and third time I went to attend meetings of the reactionary Institute of Pacific Rela- 
tions. The last time I was there as a mercenary teacher. It was during that time that I became a close friend 
of John K. Fairbank, and through him I became acquainted with many U. S. government officials and press cor- 
respondents who had connections with China. Of the officials, I frequently saw Sprouse who had been American 
Consul at Kunming. Through Fairbank and Sprouse I came to. know more than ten American correspondents 
serving either in the U.S. or in China, who during the war were mostly employed in the U, S. Office of War In- 
formation of Office of Strategic Services. Many of the so-called American "professors" were engaged in es- 
pionage work during the war. I recall that the earliest officer in charge of the Kunming office of O.W.I, was an 
ex-correspondent named Burke. r 

I returned to Peking early in December 1948. In the period before and after the liberation American 
correspondents in Peking who contacted me included Mrs, Ravenholt, Steele, Barnett, Burke and Miss Jean 
Lyons. The Ravenholts I knew in the U.S. in 1947-48 through John K. Fairbank. Ravenholt served in the Crane 
Foundation, which published and circulated a periodical bulletin on international affairs and was of course an 
espionage organization. His wife left for Shanghai the next day after my return to Peking, Steele was a well- 



kn,o\vn ajncUveteran "journalisUiwhom I first met in Kunming at the hcJfefe of Chiang Meng-lin (Dr. Monlin 
Tsiang) and met several time^Bfterward. He left Peking before the ^Prration. Barnett was also a correspon- 
dent for the aforesaid Crane Foundation whom I knew through Mrs. R a venholt after my return to Peking. 
Burke was, as 1 have said above, the first officer in charge of the Kunming office of the O.W.I. I first met him 
in New York at the home of Mrs. Ch'en Kung-yu (an Englishwoman who had acquired American citizenship). 
Ch'en being my wife's brother. Burke was still working as a correspondent in Peking in 1948. Miss Lyons 
was also a friend of Mr. Ch'en Kung-yu. 

In February 1949 , shortly after the liberation of Peking, Barnett and Miss Lyons called on me at my 
house. After they left, some Liberation Army comrades stationed nearby came in to make certain necessary 
inquiries. Thanks to the intervention of the Party and the People's Government, the matter closed, but I did 
not change my ways. As they (the Americans) kept calling on me through the telephone and asking to see me, 
I went to see some of them on February 27. By then the People's Government had already ordered all foreign 
correspondents (in China) to suspend their activities, and subsequently they had to cease their activities. But 
when Miss Lyons left for the U.S. in April or May, Winter, an American professor at Tsinghua University, 
asked me to a farewell dinner given in her honor, I accepted the invitation and went. If that could be called 
sentirnentalism, it was the sentimentalism of a comprador and not the ordinary kind of sentimentalism. 

What these spy correspondents talked with me about during the siege was the question: Which was 
more likely, peaceful liberation (of Peking) or liberation by force? They also asked questions about the univer- 
sity and whether anyone had fled. After* the Liberation Army entered Peking, they asked me principally to int- 
roduce them personally to the responsible officers. I refused. They also asked questions about the university, 
whether it had resumed classes or had been taken over by the military. 

Immediately after the entry into Peking of the Liberation Army, Clubb, the American imperialist 
consul at Peking, looked for me several times. As I did not want him to come to my home, I went to see him 
at his place. He also asked me to introduce him to the responsible cadres. I told him that they were too busy 
and certainly would not see him and that I did not know them well myself. I asked him not to bother me again. 
After that I never saw him again. Early in March, he sent me a letter transmitting an invitation from Colum- 
bia University asking me to teach there, and asked me to send him a copy of my reply to the Columbia Univer- 
sity. I cabled directly to Columbia University, turning down the offer, and did not send Clubb a copy of my re- 
ply as he had requested. Later, on July 4, which was the occasion of American Independence Day, Clubb sent 
me an invitation. I called on him by telephone in the morning and offered my congratulations, but asked to be 
excused from his party in the afternoon on the pretext that I was too busy. 

After the liberation of Peking, I saw another American, Robert Drummond, on three or four occa- 
sions. Robert Drummond I knew in Kunming through Winter, now professor at Peking University. Robert 
Drummond was at the time representative in China of the American Red Cross. In Kunming, he often gave 
us medical aid, and as a result was quite familiar to us. He arrived in Peking before me. Before the liber- 
ation he was American representative in China of some relief organization. Afterward he was in the business 
of exporting wooden furniture. His brother, vVilliam Drummond, who lived in a next door house, was an intel- 
ligence officer for the U. S. forces during the war. After the war his job was exporting wooden furniture. He 
often gave tea parties, to which many doctors of PUMC went regularly. He left Peking with his family during 
the siege or a few days after the liberation. 

I had not realized before the liberation that these devils and monsters were engaged in espionage 
in China. The Party forgave and forgot my past and dealt with me leniently. 

I not only had been engaged in criminal activities for a long time before the liberation, but also re- 
fused to confess to them fully after the study in loyalty and honesty in 1952. The refusal has increased the ser- 
iousness of my crimes. I once more bow my head to the people in admission of my guilt. I am willing to ac- 
cept whatever punishment I deserve. I am determined to give a complete account of my crimes, old as well as 
new. I will confess fully all my criminal activities and erroneous words and deeds, especially those criminal 
activities connected with American imperialism. I will certainly make a clean breast of everything I can remem- 
ber within the next few days. 

(Jen Min Jih Pao editor's note: This was Ch'ien Tuan-sheng's statement at the second 
session of the Second Municipal People's Congress of Peking. Some parts have been 
excised. The sub-heads are added by the editors.) 



December 27, 1957 



The Editor 

The BuDetin of the Atomic Scientists 
5734 University Avenue 
Chicago 37, Illinois 

Dear Sir: 

I have just read the report in your issue of Sep- 
tember 1957 on the Pugwash Conference written by you. I note 
that you *fer to the 1955 Conference in London, but omit: all ref- 
erence to the gathering at Pugwash in 1956. 

May I ask why reference to that gathering was omitted 
from your article? 

Very truly yours, 
Alfred Kohlberg 

AK: am 
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Mr. Alfred Kohlberg 
1 Wast 37th Street 
New York 18, New York 

Dear Mr. Kohlberg: 

In answer to your letter of December 27, the meetings In 
Ladon in 1955 and In Pugwash In 1957 were due to the same initiative 
(Bert rand Russell and sow British and American scientists). The 
support wa^provided in one case by the British Parlianentary 
Associativa for World Government and in the other by Mr. Cyrus Eaton 
and his-*Tugwash Foundation, _but neither had influence on the subjects 
discussed or the composition or attitude of the group. 

While in Pugwash I gathered that Mr. Eaton has sponsored 
several other gatherings there, including one on problems of the East, 
to which your inquiry probably refers, but neither I nor the other „ 
scientists who mot at Pugwash in 1957 had anything to do with this 
earlier gathering. All I know about it is a kind of program leaflet 



j. RoftBBT OpPENKEUvCBB AJ.1 X »U«UU 1U IB » UX jLU U£I Will JLC* 

institute for Advanced study I found in a common room at Pugwaah, 30 I had neither reason nor 
information for its inclusion in my review, I do not know to what 
extent it was Mr. Eaton 1 a own project or was merely assisted by him 
under the initiative of some other group. 
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Nobel Prize Winner Loxness, Others Greet USSR with Pence Wished 

Graham Greene: let's Coexist' 



V5/ 



People Aspire to Friendship 

In 1922. when I was a stu- 
.lent at Oxford, the devolution 
•f 1917 was just such a new 
mcl life-giving event as the 
I 't ench He volution fiact !)een to 
the young before 1800. It 
aroused a sense of infinite pos- 
sibilities, of a tomorrow, as some 
historian put it, that was to be 
"even more beautiful than to- 
day." 

'that emotional sympathy with the Russian 
popl-s most of us feft again in 1£41 — we were 
glad to be allies against the evils of the German 
system. I remember how. during the blitz of 
X\kM winter, we listened between air raid alarms, 
to the news of you* war with the same ansiety 
as we listened to our war breaking above our 
hoed i It events last year temporarily broke that 
emotional link, which had been weakened by the 
frete and strains of a post-war peace, the desire v 
of ordinal*/ people in both countries. w^IeeW^ 
•ur«, is to experience again that se.use^fv, fom : 
radeship and hope. ■ ^TO* % l*>\i* 

GRAHAM qjjtgE^.. (^aiyVJ 



Center of Progress 

With all my heart I con- 
gratulate the peoples of the 
USSR on the fortieth annive.i>- 
ary of the Soviet state, which 
has become the life-giving cen- 
ter of the present and future 
progress of humanity. These 
years have been years of self- 
less exploits, sacrifices and vic- 
tories that have not only 
brought a .wonderful age to the Soviet land, but 
have benefited the whole of mankind. 

DIEGO RIVERA, artist (Mexico) 
(Written shortly before his death). 

^ Our Countries Must Live in Peace 

My wish for both the USA 
and jhtA^S^ is that we ma> 
lwr;wiw^^:tbgether in peace 




ft; t\ m f ^1 

THE WORKER, M NOiV, OH KMtU It 2<> 

ill Pucknik 
Follow Sputnil 



un»: 




Heart Full f 

On the occasion o( the.4(^(tl| 
aniversary of the Socialist *ReV 
olution of October, please, ac- 
cept the Heartfelt congratula- 
tions of a writer who for about 
SO years has called himself a 
Socialist, because he belie ved 
that socialism stood tor a better 
fcfe* and still thinks that if so 
ciaksm does not mean the well- 
being of the people, it is an 
empty word. 

On my travels in the USSK 1 have mad*- 
fr«nds with many persons whose human q»i*h 
He* mean much to me. Some of my oest friends 
fa the world live i u the Soviet Union. J hope 
I never shall lose the contact with my dear Iriemls 
there. At the thought of my personal friends 
and my innumerable friendly readers in the 
USSR, as well as the whole of the Soviet people, 
who have struggled through many hardships to 
tee a letter day, my heart warms up with love 
on this great occasion. 

HALLDOR LAXNESS, Writer (Iceland) 

' * 

Guarantee of Peace and Freedom 

The progress of the Soviet 
state is a living proof that it 
it possible for the masses to 
decide their own destiny, to 
mould tl>eir own history, and 
to snatch a happy life out ol 
the clutches of those who have 
created povery, humiliation and 
wars. 

Our recent experience has 
proved to ever widening masses 
of Arabs that the Soviet state 
represents not only a potential, but also an actual 
guarantee lor the preservation of the indepen- 
dence and victories of the newly liberated peo. 
pies Each step forward taken by the USSR 
rt-preieiiN a new hope lor the liberation of man- 
kind and ot the labouring masse*. 

ABDEL RAH MEN EL SI1ARKAWI, 

--. •- /».♦ *v 



^ b^r^> t ii^Vhrai * \ inde rst and in a . 1 ! 
* * Vye'stuilv carefully] ft rfit divides 
our twoVgreat U^Mwi think wt 
thirst* reachu^icWhision that 
r whaL Avfdes us matters much 
^ssytpan the aspirations we 
& v common. Both the 
idShe USSH are dcdc 






o the strenuous life of joyous hard work 
ijjjfcat emphasizes the supplying ot the gi*»d things 
y of this world to their peoples. Both nations 
recognize that this is pra-emii»entlv a scientific 
age with limitless opport unities for industrial 
and human progress in an atmosphere oi peace. 
My hope is that our two countries can tot»ettwt 
set an e\ample to inspire the r>\tt of thi* world. 

JliCSS tVYft lUfltfacu I ^ tl^ pl^ayf 
jiure of entertaining five dittingimh^d S«n»et 
aicjiaitttU at my su mmer ho me in rufrvaj Ji^boiKa 

^lUa VT1 imp ™*+ fh#>in r tpy* -f^l Okmii hi«»hh 

not onlv for their eminence m tb* %*o h» ' I* 
Uii a'* » the* fine personalities and good 

companionship. Such exchanges of visitors bc- 

tse of establishment of the fullest understanding 
between us Similar eachtiifr* of mu aW*> pi »l 
K nets of industry and africtdttrre eas* also srne 
Vthe same loftv purpose. 

CYRUS EATON, American industrials 
■ s • ■ « — 

May Your light Shine 

When forty years ago, you, ~ 
peoples of the Russian Empire 
freed yourselves you lit a torch 
for all mankind to see and by 
its ligbt direct, if it so chose, 
it way. Against the hurricanes 
of war, and winds intended to 
extinguish it -obscured at time 
by its own smoke, or for s 
period, its flame diminished b> 
improper care— that torch has —j 
bumecL And now, re-trimmed, 
its f uel replenished by your vast accompl ish - 
ments and ever deepening faith, it blazes with 
new radiance, proclaiming by its light that all the 
peoples of the world car), if they will, be free to 
make their "ways of life" not dead-end streets but 
highways to happy world where brotherhood and 
peace shall lastingly prevail. 

Brother: May your light so shine that, seeing 
your good works, we of America may grow in 
wisdom and for the sake of yj?u> ourselves, and 
all mankindjjecome your friends, f 

^ ROG&W;EfeL KENT, Artist (USA) 




[Our Motcow correspond cut, 
Archie Johnstone, who sends in 
this review of a book of space - 
travel prophecies, is something 
of a prophet him*eW. Before the 
launching of Sputnik 1 he air- 
mailed us *n article dealing with 
space satellites and ^imiUr mat- 
ters and ending with the state- 
ment th*t "the Soviet Union . . . 
is by far the most likely to pro- 
duce fantastic results in the fan- 
tastic tomorrow." 

Just before Sputnik U be sent 
us another article which seated, 
"Any day now there will be 
higger and better sputnik, some 
of them . . . carrying animals.** 

In both cases the sputniks out- 
stripped the airmail. 

It wtH be interesting to see 

whether the "Pucknik** prophecy 

will h« succe*shd.-Ed. Note] 
• • • 

Bv ARCHIE JOHNSTONE 

MOSCOW 
TN HIS ROOK. Travel to Dis 
taut Worlds, (an English trans la 
tion f>f which has just been issue 
b> Koirign Languages Pub lis hi 
House, Moscow) Karl Cil/in gi 
4 ven graphic description of 
miKiiilut M«s#d sute ol wei 
b'ssn ess, or zoro-VV. it is a pit 
l » * n »thi-itf to sa> about /< 

l.lr* »\%#*d »tjt<' <l| 

lessucss. 

That is the state his b 
ibu.M ut»m jeadeis, aoU* t»n 
have thought that a pro 
C.t!/n»\ raillne woitld h 
seen this and describe* 
graphically some of tf 
phvwological effects ol 

In a state of weight' 
learn, there is no up 
yon ponr out * jo * of — 
n floats around like 
nd "instead of expe 
ghtiul sensation of 
nany sci-fic-writer 
may suffer from 
more precisely, < 
tstronaut's nauser 

In tlie state * 
find, ups. dowi 
have quite nor 
and afters tie 
and tenses los 
ever, there ar 
is that "de 
lightness," r 
eoness, or 

THE F 
the oi4)pr 
book wa 
long be 
Global 
(which^ . 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 37? STREET 

New York i s, NY. 
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January 10, 1958 
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To the Chief Editorial Writer, 




Dear Sir: 



In his recent book, 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HERO^^r^LASSIFiED 



Mr. 

Mr. Nea 
] Mr. Parsons- 

! Mr. Rosen 

| Mr. Tamm 

Mr. Trotter... 

Mr. Clayton_ 

Tele. Room 



'The NakedGoci, ' 1 Howard 4* ast/ufcftxl recently th 
fair-haired boy of the Communist literary world, says that (outside party ranks) 
(pages 64-66, 76, 77) there are only 2 or 3 million Americans who are intentionally 
pro-Soviet. 




LONDON, Dec. 21 (Reuters! 
-^Following, in unofficial trans- 
lation, are excerpts from ad- 
dresses to the Supreme Soviet 
today by Foreign Minister An- 
drei A. Gromyko and Nikita S. 
Khrushchev, Communist party 
chief: 

By Mr. Khrushchev 

* * * * * 

.We sa lute such outstand- 
i ng alzlmmn as Lhe Indian 
PtItyia Minister r.TflWflhflrlaTI 

Nehru^the, Indonesian Pres- 
ident, Sukarno, the Burmese 
jfvimr. . Minister. XJUSu^JAg 

Egyptian President fGama l 
Xbdel] Nasser, the Syrian 
President LShukri al-] Ku - 
watiy, an3 otners wh p_ are 
V gffitHg pefgTSTehny'fbr peace . 

***** 

Various Proposals Listed 

propo sals to tak e a more 
realistic VieW 6t the Inter-' 
National balance of Power 
Kave been advanced lately py 
sucTTarverse public leadej jjis. 
The Canadian s e^euary_Jfo^ 
External Attairs~Tg idne^T 
SmHffr tne ilingiisir jakUQS- 




sador to the Soviet Union 
I George F, I KennanT busi - 
n ess man T Cyrus S.] Eaton, 
lournalist [William Randolph] 
Hearst Jr.\ and many other 
'public, figures an<1 statesmen 



yfthe capitalist countries , 
* , T V pf>ar.P-lnving peoples 
welcome such statements be - 
cause they realize the import 
151 war in modern conditions^ 




In enclosing these clippings from the Daily Worker, I wish 
to absolve all the persons named not only from any possi- 
ble implication of Communism, but even from any possibil- 
ity of being among Fast's 2 or 3 million pro-Soviets. 

I circulate this material because, through the double talk 
of the editorials and special articles, some of Moscow's 
immediate objectives are revealed: 

1. A new Summit Conference. 

2. ^Endless negotiation for peaceful co-existence. 

3. Meet the Kremlin half way in give and take. 

4. Neutralize Central Europe; remove Anglo-American forces. 

5. Sign non-aggression pacts with Moscow. 
Remove trade restrictions. 
Encourage Soviet "cultural exchange." 
Exchange scientific know-how. 
Disarm the West. 

Dissolve NATO, METO and SEATO. 
(By omission) Forget American objectives. 




6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 



Number eleven is a tough one, but possibly, Mr. Editor, yq 
could outline such objectives to your readers. May I suggest 
that tear sheets of such editorials be circulated to the Foreign 
Relations and Armed Services Committees of both Senate and 
House. If you will send me the necessary 102 copies, I will 
see they reach the proper persons, if you dfc not^have the fa- 
cilities, regardless of your point of v * e J£p^ ^ ^ 

Wishing you a Happy New Year. 

It JAfl 21 1958 

* Sincerely, 



AK:am 
enc 
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TODAY 
ABROAD 



By A. B« Magil 




The German Question 
And Kennan - s Proposal 



c^nnn fi f KENNAN for- 
mer U. S. Ambassador to Mos- 
cow, in the third of a series of 
radio lectures for the British 
Broadca st fog Corp. , lias urged 
thg_ western p owers ^cj^ir laaer 
p ropqsi n^ t he neurr^Jizatji)!! o f 
Ce tjyiajiy^ and th e xyttlicti awa T -o f 
all fo rejffli_Jrobps from its r sofl . 

Ten years~~ago German - was 
the author of what became a 
famous cold-war document, the 
article signed "X" in -Foreign Af- 
fairs magazine, in which he out- 
lined the "containment'* policy 
directed against the Soviet Un- 
ion. At that time he was head of 
the State Departments Policy 
Planning Committee. 

The core of the Truman Ad- 
ministrations "containment' pol- 
icy became the revival of the 
economic and military might of 
Western Germany, its remilitari- 
zation and * incorporation in 
NATO-though tliis last was left 
for the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion to accomplish. 

The German question has re- 
mained ever since the end of 
World War II the central ques- 
tion of world politics, the most 
important issue dividing the So- 
viet Union from its former 
WorW War II allies. This i, true 
even though tensions m other 
parts of the world-the Far East 
and the Middle East-have from 
rime to time become more acute 
than the differences over Ger- 
many and have constituted more 
immediate threats to peace. 

TT WAS inevitable that after 
two world wars, in which the 
chief aggressor was German im- 
perialism/the struggle over Ger- 
many's future should become the 



main problem in the fight to pre- 
vent World War 111. Ill is is a 
struggle in whicji not only the 
great powers have much at 
.stake, but the peoples of the 
woild, and not least the Ameri- 
can people. 

This struggle led to gross vio- 
lations by the western powers of 
the 1945 Potsdam agreement for 
the demilitarization, neutraliza- 
tion and democratization of Ger- 
many. It led to- the creation, of 
two Germany*; the German Fed- 
eral Republic, sponsored by 
Washington and dominated , by 
the same Krupp and Thyssen biff 
business combines that backed 
Hitler, and the German Demo- 
cratic Republic, sponsored by the 
Soviet Union, with its economic 
life developing largely on a so- 
cialist basis, 

The first Germany, with its 
more than 50,*KX> T 000 papula- 
tion, has been wwporatcd in 
NATO, with tte ex-Natti gen- 
eral, Hans SpeJdtnV murderer: of 
Jews and resisterc* fighters, 
named commander of SfATO 
land forces in Central Europe. 
The second Germany with its 
17,000,000 population, has be-, 
come a member of the Warsaw 
Pact, an alliance of socialist 
countries formed six years after 
NATO. 

The fact th at the author or 
co -aijfB op oi_ TruT~ containmen t* 
"pofi cy ^low speaks up for jh e 
nTfuTr aFzatmn or iJermany ^~is 
one more symptom of the de - 
bac le ot'fhe fcenjiow^ jJulles 
j^re igTi policy . ^ 

\frw^w it l^.fn fl asfced 1 hv 
implication .' said Kennan, 'to 
aEaTidon, as part of an agree- 



ment on German unification, the 
military and political bastion in 
Central Europe which it won by 
its military effort from 1941 to 
1945, and to do this without any 
compensatory withdrawal of 
American armed power from the 
heart of the continent.' 5 (N. Y. 
Times, Nov. 25) 
-As Walter Lipnman put it 




MRS. ELF a isjOft BOOSF- 

C N. V. Post, Nov. 29) has en- 
dorsed Kennan s views. Kenna n, 
Llp pman n and Mrs. Roosevelt 
a re T ffivF ~~ _Ho wtj ver, it's~^a _ b i t 
strangejh aT Key nan prot e ss es to 
be uncertain whether ' the Sov i e \ 
tfo ion would * accep t the 
" salT on ~Cermaiiv _w] 



l^osaji 

urges the western powers j o 

mate!! Some people msist on 
losing doors already open. 

Kennan must know of course 
jTjat the Soviet Union kas roiuie 

similar proposals he ffi^_to" be" 
Veb 1 1 H e dlty Wa sh-i n gto > [a, Lonjo n 

ami" Fang, 

~ if 1 one" Jg^e s , frft^tL 23o_ jEuriher 
tfian Jajiiiftrj^i^ruAryj 1955 *P 
% Berlin. f^iTffTvn^loL jKi 
t oteAgn ^ aumtfri: _ of the four 
^reaf po wer^one canTm3' The 
fieufrajjz ^ apy^^ „the 

the el i minarton of _ fore ign mili- 
tar y bases, ^anJ the reunification 
of _tbe Jco t mtQLi ^^O^ ^ in. a 
draTr^pe ace treaty with Germany 
pTr^enTwf r^TlT^^c^ierUriion, 
~ Jlie^Russians Tiave continued 
talking this language ever since. 

Kennan 's third radio lecture 
contrasts strangely with his sec- 
ond, in which he opposed top- 
level meetings with the Russians 
on the ground of their "corrupt- 
ed mentality." Let's not argue 
about whose mentality is more 
corrupted than whose. But how 
are the western powers going to 
make the proposals Kennan ad- 
vocates— of course, they're a long 
way from agreeing with him— 
unless they negotiate with the 
Soviet headers? 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERE! 1 1 & CLASSIFIED ■ • 
DATEi^/iz— m^sm 
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OPEN LETTER TO EISENHOWER 

President Dwight D. Eisenhower 
White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

We are happy that your physicians have found you 
physically fit to attend the NATO heads-of-government 
meeting opening in Paris Monday. 

We are happy not only that your recovery from your 
recent mild stroke has been swift jxit that your presence in 
Paris will give you an opportunity to provide leadership 
in helping make the NATO conference a constructive con- 
tribution toward peace rather than toward intensification 
of the arms race and'the cold war. 

We urge you to grasp this opportunity firmly. We 
urge you to refect the counsel of Secretary of State Dulles, 
who wants the NATO meeting to be primarily a means of 
unifying the strife-ridden alliance on the basis. of a bank- 
rupt, discredited, ultra-militaristic policy that exposes our 

country to the danger of nuclear annihilation. 

• ■#■ » 

\\ 7 e ask you to accept the advice of other prominent 
Americans who are seeking a way out of the morass into 
which our present foreign policy has led us. The other 
day Acllai Stevenson, who served as a State Department 
advisor in the preparation of the NATO conference, spoke 
of the futility of the arms race and said that "we are part 
of the human family and -must learn to live not only with 
our allies but our adversaries/' 

Your old comrade, General of the. Army Omar Brad- 
lev, o n Nov. 5 called for a halt To rhe l&year trend ot 
trying "to stave off this ultimate threat of disaster by de- 
vising arms which would be both ultimate and disastrous* 
He advocated an energetic effort to seek accomodation 
with the Soviet Union. 

The leading Cleveland industrialist. Cyrus S. Eaton T 
has said: "Lets meet the Russians half way/' 

In yesterday's New York limes, James 'P.' 'Warburg, 
distinguished student of foreign affairs, wrote that u the sole 



alternative to the unthinkable' but by no means improb- 
able nuclear holocaust— or to a continued state of affairs 
which may at any moment explode into war— is give-and- 
take negotiations, no matter how difficult, or distasteful 

such negotiations may be." 

• • * ^ 

Many other leading Americans are speaking in that 
spirit, as are such foreign leaders ax Prime Minister Nehr^ 
of India; Sidney E. Smith. Canadian Secretary of State for 
External Affairs: Hugh Caitskell and Aneurin Bevan , of 
the British Labor ^Party; Nobel Pea ce Prize winner Leste r 
B. Pearson, and others. 

And the American people have also made known their 
desire for changes in our foreign policy. Though your Ad- 
ministration has repeatedly opposed suspending nuclear 
weapons tests except as part of a larger disarmament pack- 
age on which no quick agreement is possible, last May 
a Gallup Poll showed that 63 percent of the American peo- 
ple favored halting the tests if all other nations, including 
Russia, did likewise. 

As it happens, on the very day that the doctors pro- 
nounced you physically fit to attend the NATO meeting 
you received a letter from Premier Bulganin which is re- 
ported to make a new proposal for top-level negotiations. 

You can help our nation and all mankind take that 
"giant step toward peace" whose need you emphasized in 
your Oklahoma City address by accepting this latest pro- 
posal, and urging the NATO allies to accept. 

# « * 

This is the w r ay to save the NATO meeting from an- 
other fiasco. This is that fresh creative response to the chal- 
lenge implicit in sputnik that the country is asking. This 
will determine your own political fitness to meet the criti- 
cal problems that face us. 

A leading Republican newspaper, t he Washington 
Post and Times- Herald , has written (Nov. 6); ' . 

"However weary the Russians may be of negotiating 
with us . . . and however weary we may be of negotiating 
with them, neither side has any alternative that mankind 
tan accept When we have done rattling our H-bombs and 
they have finished flourishing their missiles— the conference 
table remains as the only battleground that can be counte- 
nanced by civilized mankind. The forces now opposed to 
each other, some place and sometime, must sit down and 
work out a system of co-existence. ..." 

Mr. President, America asks you to say Yes to Premier 
Bulganin s letter. 
* * ~ "~ —THE DAILY WORKER 
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RESOLUTION FOR YEAR 1 

THE YEAR 1958 enters our lives as Year 1 of the Space 
Age, one as full of illimitable promise as space is illimitable. 
Pregnant in the moment is a time of lasting peace-that is, 
if the promise is understood and the moment seized. 

Possibly, of all the daily organs of the nation, the Mil- 
waukee Journal put it most significantly. Its recen t ope^i 
Tetter cone ludecf that peaceful co-existence betw een the 
IT. S. A. and the USSR is imperative. In sum, the editor 
argued that the Americans and the RussiarYswerc allies and 
whp Wnrld War II jointly. Can t the y win the Battle of 
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lP,5ft~tfr a,t is to sav, peace. F or the awful opposite means 

*3aosZ!l^ " 

The Journal said Russia suffered more than the other 
countries: its armies won the admiration of our people as it 
stood at Leningrad, Moscow and smashed the Reichswehr 
ab Stalingrad. Then, setting to work to repair the havoc of 
war, the Soviet people regained their previous ground, and 
moved ahead rapidly— with "great energy and pioneering 
spirit"— to launch the first man-made moons into cosmic 
space. 

Today, both countries, the Milwaukee Journal says, 
own cataclysmic new weapons which can destroy millions 
within moments. Hence co-existence is the only course of 
sanity. 

★ 

THE SOVIET trade union paper, Trud. replied in 
.agreement: i t reminded both nations of the historic meet- 
ing at the Elbe. Trud said, of course both nations have dif- 
ferent social and political sysems; but it emphasized this 
need be no deterrent to co-existence, no obstacle "to the 
profound respect which Soviet men and -women have for 
the talented American people"; no barrier to the admira- 
tion "for the talent and genius of the American Whitmans 
and Edisons ... for the American verve which is so under- 
standable to the Russian character." . 

It was indeed good to read this exchange; and it is this 
spirit that should dominate 1958. We are glad to note the 
appearance this past week of such an editorial as that in 
The Dispatcher, official organ of the International Long- 
shoremen s and Warehou spmftn' fi ^Tnion Tt spolfg nf *Ww 
voices" pleading for negotiations between the U. S. and the 
USSR. " Men from all walks of life" — it said— " an industrial- 
ist like 6yrus Eaton, a_ newspaper publisher like William 
Randolph' HearstfT?. , a man of war like General Oma r 
feradley r an international statesman like Nofeel prize Win- 
ner Lester Pearson^all have urged that the'ti. s. start seek- 
ing out areas of agreement and issues for negotiation with 
the Russians." 

The longshoremen's organ abhored the "tragic, truth* 
here that "there hasn't been even a willingness to negotiate 
much less an active search for issues around which agree- 
ment can be reached." 

* 

IT HOPED that "our State Department will start re- 
assessing the situation along the lines already so apparent 
to our allies in Europe." Similar expressions were to be 
found in th e^Jhitch er Workman organ of the Amalgamated 
Meat Cutters and Butcher Workmen; in the recent 

WOrds of Jacoh Potofcky, fteflfl of fha Amalgamate Hpj^ 

ing Workers Union th at were cited in these pages recently. 

It is the growth of such declarations and consequent 
political action that is imperative— from all walks of life — 
especially that of organized labor, which 1958 demands— if 
there is to be a 1959, That is the resolution all sane and hon- 
est men must make in this season of New Year resolutions. 
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Secret Gaither Report Is 
Super-Warmonger^ Report 



A POLITICAL time bomb of 
megaton proportions, known as 
the Gartner Report is ftow busily 
licking away. This report was 
prepared by a committee ap- 
pointed by the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration to examine our na- 
tional security situation. Its first 
chairman was H. Rowan Gaither> 
Jr., former president of the Ford 
Foundation. 

Though the Gaither Report is 
itippoied to be top secret, sec- 
tion* of it have been convenient- 
ly leaked to the press. The Ad- 
ministration is under strong pres- 
sure to publish its text or sub- 
at* nee. 

What has appeared m the press 
makes it clear that the report 
is a sn per- warmonger's dream. 
The document is supposed to be 
a damning indictment of the 
"neglect" of our war establish- 
ment by the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration and of the trifling 
sums— more than two-thirds of 
the federal bud get- allotted to 
military expenditures. 

Jf the Gaitherites have their 
way, $20 billion will be added 
to the present huge military 
budget, Secretary of Commerce 
Sinclair Weeks* less-buttei-and- 
guns program wfll explode the 
peoples standard of living, and 
our country will be well on the 
way to ihe garrisoe state. 

Now, who are the members of 
the Gaither Committee? They 
include some of the biggest in- 
dustrial 8nd financial tycoons, 
especially those with heavy in- 
vestments in war stocks. Gaither 
was succeeded as chairman by 
William C. Foster, former Under 
Secretary of Defense and Under 
Secretary of Commerce, now 
executive vice-president of the 
Olin Mathieson Chemical Co., 
manufacturers of chemicals, 
rifles, ammunition and supplier 
of uranium. 

a, 

ANOTHER MEMBER of the 

ALL 
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committee is John J. McCloy, 
former U. S. High Commissioner 
in Germany, now chairman of 
the huge Rockefeller-con trolled 
Chase-Manhattan Bank. Other 
members are Robert A. Lovett, 
former Secretary of Defense, 
now a partner of the New York 
investment banking firm of 
Brown Bros., Harriman & Co.; 
and Robert C. Sprague, co- 
chairman of the committee and 
president of the Sprague Elec- 
tric Co., of North Adams, Mass., 
which has important Defense 
Department contracts. 

Together with its program of 
super-militarization, the Gaither 
Report advocates so-called- pre- 
ventive war. In his syndicated 
column Drew Pearson wrote 
(Dec. IS) that the report "hint* 
in guarded terms that the U. S. 
may have to desert its traditional 
policy of never going to war 
unless attacked," 

This was confirmed by the 
dean of N. Y. Time* Washington 
correspondents, Artraur Krock. 
He reports (Times, Dec. 20) a 
speech made by William C. Fos- 
ter "to an army contingent 
known as SCUSA IX" Krock 
quotes the following extract from 
the speech which, he states, ap- 
pears "by deduction 1 ' to have 
been the MOST IMPORTANT 
RECOfrfMBNDATlON OF THE 
GAITHER REPORT: 

"We must attempt to get 
away from the strange dicho- 
tomy [division of thinking] with 
which we have traditionally 
viewed force, refusing to con- 
sider it except a* a last report, 
then approaching it in a crusad- 
ing manner with a 'puoish-the- 
bandit' view which has been 
prevalent in our recent conflicts." 

Drew Pearson in the afore- 
mentioned column states that 
another committee member 
fought for an even stronger rec- 



ommendation on this question. 
This member was— Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense Mansfield 
Sprague. '"This is significant," 
writes Pearson, "since he is an 
administrative man." 

• 

TO COMPLETE the picture, 
mention should be made of the 
dinner on Dec. 9 at the home of 
William C. Foster, which "dis- 
cussed the problem of alerting 
the public to the defense and 
economic threat posed by the 
Soviet Union." (Times, Dec. 11). 

Among those ai the dinner 
was Vice-President Niaon. 

Others included Roswell L. 
Cilpatric, former Under Secre- 
tary of the Air Force; Laurence 
S. Rockefeller of the great oil 
dynasty; Paul H. Nitze, ex-chair- 
man of the State Department's 
policy planning staff; Frank 
Stanton, president of the Colunv 
bia Broadcasting System; Elmo 
Roper, public opinion analyst 
and John CowSes, president of 
the Cowles Newspapers. 

The Dec. 12 Times reported 
that "this group has. the backing 
of President Eisenhower and is 
the nucleus of a possible public 
committee. Its purpose would be 
"encouraging and helping opin- 
ion leaders' all over the country 
to keep ringing the alarm bell 
and explaining the necessity to 
face up to the defense Job with 
money and possible sacrifice of 
civilian comforts/' 

Ch#rty >he Gaither Report, 
wW-.te Mtrtrucs, according to the 
q^ttfiaji Science Monitor (Dec. 

"art njUjjn from business or 
Wall and thk new com- 

js4ft<* btflrrg set up by those 
1 actors widh the help of the 
Eisenhower Administration, aim 
to counteract the growing pub 
lie demand for a real change in 
the disastrous Dulles foreign 
policy. 

As against the deadly Gaither 
nostrums there is mounting pres- 
sure for less emphasis on mili- 
tary programs and for concrete 
steps toward top-level negotia- 
tions with the Soviet Union. It 
is this growing movement to 
save America from nuclear ca- 
tastrophe that the Wall Street- 
Washington Gaitherites want to 
kill. 
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January 9, 1958 



Hon. Sherman Adams 
The White House 
Washington 25, D C. 

Dear Sherm: 



Now that everybody from the N.E.A. to George Kenran, Dr. I, I. 
Rabi, Dr. James R, Killian, Jr., and Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt are telling the 
President how to keep up with the Russians, may I, as sole proprietor of the 
China Lobby, suggest how to keep up with the Chinese? 

The key to the whole problem lies in last Sunday's issue of the 
"WORKER." Enclosed please find photostat of the article in question by a China- 
man named Sidney Shapiro, datelined Peking (not Pesping). 

He describes the sending of 800,000 (it will be 1,000,000 before 
the year-end, he says) bureaucrats out to work on the farms. It is good for their 
health; and byycutting down on the staffs in Government offices they actually get 
more work done', he reports. He didn't say why the farmers should have this 
wished on them, but I suppose it serves them right for getting so much Govern 
ment dough for got growing rice. 



; t > 



Anyway, read it yourself and stop worrying about keeping up with 



the Russians^ 



Hoping you are the same. 



RECORDED -20 9j~rl£ ® " 7f 




^ J Sincerely, 



# CV J^HERHN IS UNCLAIMED 



cc Each Member of the Cabinet 
Mr. James Hagerty 
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The Move to China's Countryside 




By SIDNEY SHAPIRO 
] PEKING.— A pretty girl I was 
j dancing with at a party last Satur- 
day flight smiled ai we steered our 
course around the floor, "ill prob- 
ably be doing dances this Hme next 
week " she said She explained that 
she and several dozen others from 
her office — one of the ministries 
had volunteered to work on a farm 
for a couple of years; they were 
.leaving on Monday, 
J A lot of people are moving into 
~ the countryside these days. It's part 
of a smart triple^play the Chinese 
•have figured out. They re vending 
; about a third of their government 
| officers, and employes to work in 



for from one to three years. 

This has several advantages. In 
the first place, government office* 
generally are over-staffed. It has 
been found that departments work 
just as well, or better, with reduced 
staffs. The Personnel Bureau of the 
Peking Municipal government, for 
instance, which has cut down from 
30 some -odd to eight, reports that 
it is doing very nicely. 

★ 

SECONDLY, it. brings the gov- 
ernment white collar boys close to 
the people and enhance their ap- 
preciation of the dignity of labor. 
Most of the present generation of 
i Chinas intellectuals come from 



I the rural areas, mostly on the farms, ; relatively well-to-do families, since 



tjve effort Chinese intellectuals j 
have a better understanding of this ] 
now, and it is partly for this reason] 
that they are volunteering so en-j 
thnsiastieally to get out of their; 
swivel chairs. 

★ 

THE third aspect of the move is 
that it brings badly needed trained 
manpower to the countrjskle. After 
the farmers combined into collec- 
tive farms in the big sweep toward 
socialism in 1956, lire became more 
complicated. One farm may con v 
tain hundreds of families and con- 
I hoi miles of land* There are prob- 
lems of bookkeeping, of planning/ 
of studying agricultural techniques,; 
•of uyiug and maititaining better^ 
farm implements and machinery. 

The average farmer today is only 
at the stage of learning to read and 
write. He does not as yet have the 
educational requirements his rapid- 
ly developing economy demands. 
* 

HEBE the men and women from 
the cfty serve a useful purpose. 
Their main fob is to work in the 
fields, but they also devote some 
of their time to help with technical 
problems and teaching the fanners 
how to handle them* In addition, 
they give part-time courses in a k 
wide variety of cultural and tcien-; 
tific subjects. 

A number of Intellectuals have] 
taken a real liking to country life 
, and have asked that their transfer 
be made permanent. Thev enjoy 
these were the only ones which the scenery, the fresh air; they are 
could afford to give their children stronger and healthier. They have 
arTeducation Jn the old da ys.. As- a discovered that the farmers are 
result, many of them know little . hospitable people who are 
about the life of people who work better oif too-though the cost of 
with their hands. You find quite aiding is cheaper, they are still 
sprinkling of conceited snobs and ; drawing their old salaries., 
stuffed shirts. i. But at the end of their stint, 

The recent debate with the rightmost of them will come back- if— 
ists has convinced the Chinese that) not to their original jobs at least 
backward and reactionary thinking to other administrative work- wiser, 
almost invariably is an outgrowth! m0r * democratic and more practi- 
of habitually cutting oneself oft' cal than before/ And that time a n- 
from the people and wanting to run ; other batch of intellectuals will go. 
the whole show single-handed;! This will probably become a per< 
they have seen that those who have; maneht procedure for Chinese gov- 
risen fastest and enjoy the greatest j emmettt offices, 
respect in the new society are the About 810,000 have left to dale, 
ones who have learned to derive! The figure is expected to reach a 
the maximum benefits from collec-j million by the end of the year. 
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March 19, 1958 



Hon, Dwight D, Eisenhower 
The vVhite House 
Washington, D, C. 

Dear Mr, President: 



h • jur, 

\ Mr, 
' \ ■ Mr 



-4 it?. 



Boa 

[ Mr. Ne 
Mr. Pars 

^Iv. Visiter. 




CIASSmCATtCSI 
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r. Clayton 

*i N lc, Room.. 




r. Holloman 



B e r t r andRussell^s apparently the only one of the top agita- 
tors for a S urnmTE Uoffirence who /has either the courage, the intelligence, or 
the veracity to spell out the end result, I enclose photostat of a letter just re- 
ceived from him and copy of rny lfetter. 

r 

r 

What Lord Russell briefly says is that * 4 if all negotiations 
prove futile and no alternatives /remain except Communist domination or extinc- 
tion of the human race, the former alternative is the lesser of two evils, 1 ' Had 
he lived in 1778, seeing no hope' for Freedom Victorious, would he have urged 
Washington to surrender as he; now urges us? 




E a us s e 11/c a nno t be dismissed as an elderly eccentric. He 
is the intellectual leader of bjbth European and American claques who call for ne- 
gotiations. He is Chairman of the U,K,_' /Campaign f or Nuclear pi^^marn^ntj p l 
for which J, B, Priestley has just written a play. With our Linu^^aulmg^nd CoS-*J 
^^^ r M ^ ^^ ^^^ 1 sponsored the red-tinted conference of scientists in London in *" 
'^^^lY^^^^^ came the 1956 and 1957 Pugwash Conferences, bank-rolled by 



/ Cyru^flEatani and rapturously reported in the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 

\ ^'1>^' Scarcely had the 1957 Pugwash passed its resolutions before 

Tfl^Soviet Academy of Sciences publicly approved them, and 196 Soviet Scientists 
called for their support by the scientists of the world/ Since then Linus Pauling 
sent you a petition with the signatures of 2000 American scientists. Now he has 
another with 9000 signatures. The pressure mounts, ■ A „ . — 

Last Sunday five distinguished .mpul(Ur,f :(rfj6iir foreign policy 
in a symposium in the Herald- Tr ibuiie 16u^d';feV r ali^hatf^57 though none drew 
Lord Russell s conclusions. None saw disgrace in dealsKvath' trie ^ Batcher of 

t- ' ' * * V 4 '■>' j J-s-'N- W 

Katyn and the Ukraine, from whose h.ands^ tfref bi'doa- of Hungary still drips. On 
that same Sunday the phony elections in the,U,S.S.R* revealed that that regime 
is not only not civilized, but does not dare put its bonafides to a popular test, 
CannoLwe find a way to carry our proposals for authentic Freedom to the^one 
billion people behind the Iron Curtain whom 




In any case, I again 



PLEASE, 



MR 



i for authentic Freedom to the .one 

you, as three years ago before Geneva, 
- 13 APR % 1958 

PRESIDENT, DON'T GO, 



AK:am 



6 6 APfl 8 1958 




Very respectfully yours, 
Al|red Kohlb. 




PLAS PENHHYN, 
PENRHTNDBTJDRAETH, 
MERIONETH. 
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8 March, 1958 . 



Mr. Alfred Kohlberg, 

1 West 57th Street, 

New York 18, N.Y., U.S.A. 



Dear Sir, 

I have pursued one consistent purpose, namely, to prevent an all-out 
nuclear war in which both sides possess nuclear weapons. At one time there 
was one method by which- this could be achieved; at another, another. There 
was no more inconsistency than there is when a man gets out of a train after 
an accident because the-tbain is not going to reach its intended destination. 
You quote Joseph Alsop as saying that I am in favour of unilateral nuclear 
disarmament. This is an undue simplification. I am in favour of Britain 
disarming unilaterally if negotiations for general nuclear disarmament prove 
futile. If it can be secured that only U.S. and U.S.S.R. have nuclear weapons, 
I favour negotiations between them for abolition of nuclear weapons by both sides. 
I do hold, however, that, if all negotiations prove futile and no alternatives 
remain except Communist domination or extinction of the human race , the foi^jner 
alternative is the lesser of two evils. You, I gather, do not hold this view. 

A^s for your accusation that the policy I have advocated has changed from 
time to time: it has changed as" circumstances have changed. To achieve a single 
pjurpose, sane men adapt their policies to the circumstances. Those who do not 
are insane. 

Yours faithfully, 

s/f/f7 S/V **3<*c>D 3(o - / 

Mmmmimm ' , ' 
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Earl Russell 
Trinity College 

Cambridge, England VIA AIRMAIL, 



Dear Sir: 

In the February 1947 issue of PLAIN TALK, of which I was the publisher, we car- 
ried an article by you entitled: "The Prevention of Atomic War," At that time, years before 
the U.S.S.R. had the atom bomb, you said there is only one way in which great wars can be 
prevented, and that is the establishment of an international government with a monopoly of serious 
armed force." Also *'A complete pacifist might say: 'Peace with Russia can always be pre- 
served by yielding to every Russian demand'. ..I myself supported this policy on pacifist grounds, 
but I now hold that I was mistaken... In dealing with the Soviet Government, what is most nasded 
is definiteness... If Russia acquiesced willingly, all would be well. If not, it would be necessary 
to bring pressure to bear, even to the extent of risking war..." 



In the January 21, 1958, issue of LOOK Magazine you address a letter to Secretary 
Khrushchev and President Eisenhower. Under four numbered headings you propose: 

1. Division of the world between the U. S. and U.S.S.R. 

2. Prohibit nuclear weapons to all nations except the U.S. and U.S.S.R. 

3. A Russian American alliance for peace. 

4. U.S. and U.S.S.R. should agree to foreswear use of force in spreading their ideology. 

When you say * 'There is no reason to expect that either of these ideologies (the 
Declaration of Independence and the Communist Manifesto) will be more successful in conquer- 
ing the world than their predecessors, Buddhist, Christian, Moslem--or the Nazis," you seem 
to forget our success in conquering N. W. Africa, Sicily, Italy, most of France, Belgium, and 
Germany, and the Philippines, Japan, and part of Korea and Burma, all in one war. The fact 
that we didn't keep them only further discredits your assertion. You are even in error in re- 
ferring to Karl Marx as author of the Communist Manifesto. He plagiarized it from Moses Hess. 

Having followed you through three fundamental reversals of position, imagine my 
surprise when I read the interview with you by Jos. Alsop, published in our press, Feb. 19, 
1958. You are credited with saying: "I personally am for unilateral nuclear disarmament" 
(instead of U.S. and U.S.S.R. only keeping nuclear arms as proposed last month in LOOK), You 
are then quoted "Unilateral disarmament is likely to mean, for a while, Communist domination 
of this world of ours. ..if the alternatives are the eventual extinction of mankind and a temporary 
Communist conquest, I prefer the latter." 

When I published your article in 1947, I was subjected to some very severe criti- 
cism, not because of the content of your article, but because of moral aspersions cast on you, 
particularly from certain quarters. I wonder if you can explain the four times reversal of po- 
sition indicated in the brief extracts from your three articles above. I am beginning to wonder 
whether it might be possible that the people who denounced you as unfit for publication in 1947 
might possibly have been right, even though for the wrong reasons ? 

mmmmim VM ^: 

■ Jj/tjn Sf7")™*4, -s ;> Alfred Kohlberg 



Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 37» STREET 

New York ie,N.Y 
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Mr. James C. Charlesworth, President 
]rAme r i can Ac ademy of PolUj&auUa&j 

^^srchTstrut^ 

Philadelphia , Pa . ^/'fe^f^Sl^t* -ri &r ntffcfY A I 
Dear Sir: /JfcRBN IS UNCUVS^lflEO 




Herewith ^^hiVl^ti?rKefs"504 and 505 for the luncheon of the 
62nd Annual Meeting of your Academy at the Warwick Hotel last Saturday. 
These missing tickets may be needed for your accounting. My wife took me 
home right after breakfast that morning because I was so upset by the previ- 
ous day's proceedings that I had spent most of the night taking nitro-glycerine. 

Maybe I should have known what to expect. I had read Ambas- 
sador U Thant's speech at UNESCO in San Francisco last fall, and enough of 
Jas. P. Warburg's writings to know where both stood in a divided world, but 
I banked on Paul Linebarger and the Korean Ambassador. 

The last Annual Meeting I attended some years ago was devoted 
to World Government, and both program and audience were full of starry-eyed 
people devoted to bringing the millenium via the U. N. or World Federation, 
or something or other. However futile, neither program nor audience gave 
me the feeling of disloyalty. 
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But last Friday was different. The morning speakers and the 
f^rst afternoon speaker were without apparent political bias. The next speaker 
|U^ha nt, Burmese Ambassador) I was prepared to take because I had read 
his UNfesCO speech of last fall, which revealed him as a Soviet partisan. 
But last Friday he excelled himself. His lies about the only duly elected Gov- 
ernment in China's history, "The Republic of China" temporarily on Taiwan, 
did not disturb me in spite of the protest of Dr. C. H. Lowe of the Chinese Em- 
bassy who rose and asked the Chairman's permission to leave the room. I 
remembered Owen Lattimore's statement in 1943, in his book AMERICA AND 
ASIA: "we have in Asia a world statesman, a real genius in Chiang Kai-shek f 
What may be called the functional test of the historical importance of Chiang 
Kai-shek is the fact that throughout an already long political career, he has 
grown steadily greater and greater." I am sure that Lattimore's judgment 
of 1943 will remain justified long after U Thant and his country, if it continues 
under the like-minded U Nu, are forgotten. /-i _ , / i 

But when Ur^Ehant went on to present Soviet im pr es sion as only 
a counter to U. S.^a^m%ngering, and to declare outright that tEeTj?eWpW^f the 
Baltic States , of^Poland, and of Rumania had freely chosgg| ^|DjjrL<g^in^ari, I kne 
that he was speaking for his country's only enemy, the vast and expanding Soviet 
Empire. The fact that only a very few of the audience JWfsed in,th^iflfi^ of a 





his point, I laid to American politeness to a guest, no matter 
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how bad his manners. But when the vast majority gave him what was almost 
an ovation at the end, I wondered who the seven or eight hundred people were 
who filled that ballroom. Could they, like your Directors who picked U Thant, 
be so stupid that they didn't understand the Burmese Ambassador? Or did 
they understand, realize that he did not fit the classic "An Ambassador is an 
honest man sent to lie abroad for the Commonwealth," yet, nevertheless, applaud 
him for lying against our country and in the service of his country's only enemy? 
Ambassador Thant 's long quotation from Walter Lippmann, which he read with 
approval, must have made our pundit cringe. 

The first evening speaker, PautfLinebarger , was the only Amer- 
ican on the two days' prcgram qualified to ^ea^^^^p^^cal and military 
problems of East Asia. His address was witty, well-informed, but frightening. 
This was the Paul Linebarger who demolished the State Dept.'s Jessup White 
Paper on China in 1949, This was the author of VThe China of Chiang Kai-shek," ^ 
"Sun Yat-sen and the Chinese Republic," "The Political Doctrines of Sun Yat- 
sen," etc. But now he explained all our past errors as due to honest differences 
between experts; impliecl it was too late to alter the course of events abroad; 
that we could perform our part by just continuing to exist here; that the best course 
for us was a retreat into isolationism, hoping thus to survive in an unfriendly 
world. What had happened to Dr. Linebarger of Army Intelligence, Psycholog- 
ical Warfare and of Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies? 

To complete the evening, your Director, James P. Warburg, the 
retired New York banker, was introduced by Yfm. L. Batt, who said he knew 
nothing about Asia, and quite evidently also knew little about Warburg. The N. Y. 
TIMES of that very day carried a full page ad, signed by Warburg and others 
(many with past pro-Communist records) calling for abandonment of H-Bomb 
tests. All seemed old enough to remember our attempts for international con- 
trol starting with the Baruch Committee in 1945. Yet they seem to think we are 
at fault; To think of this millionaire banker as a Communist would be as ridic- 
ulous as to think of Cyrus Eaton in those terms. Yet Mr. Warburg has for years 
authored pamphlets which do not follow the Communist line, but call for a soft 
approach. His lack of knowledge of Asia was apparent by numerous misstatements 
of facts, misquotations of official agreements and misinterpretations of state- 
ments. These I hope will be corrected before THE ANNALS are published. 

With Warburg's statement that we have really had no consistent 
overall policy at all since 1945, I had to sorrowfully agree. That we have since 
then sunk from the unconditional victories on every continent and in every sea 
to the anxieties of today, he attributed to our lack of co-operation with the U.S.S.R. 
and Red China. His apparait solution: Abrogate our military alliances in Asia 
and give in twice as fast on every front. He didn't spell it out to a conclusion 
as did Bertrand Russell who wrote me last month: 

"I am in favour of Britain disarming, unilaterally if negotiations for 
general nuclear disarmament prove futile. If it can be secured that 
only U.S. and U.S.S.R. have nuclear weapons, I favour negotiations be- 
tween them for abolition of nuclear weapons by both sides. I do hold, 
however, that, if all negotiations prove futile and no alternatives re- 
main except Communist domination or extinction of the human race, 



"the former alternative is the lesser of two evils. You, I gather, do 
not hold this view." 

That Warburg's^ thinking would be on these lines, I expected. It 
was the ovation he received that scared me. Who were these delegates and 
members who filled the ballroom ?^*Dp they really represent America's acad- 
emic and intellectual elite (if we haW* such) ? I heard similar attitudes in post- 
war China, from 1946 to 1949, in similar circles, but less outspoken. In 1953 
I met some of them in Hongkong to which they had escaped from the reality 
of co-operation with Mao Tse-tung, They were begging help from Dr, Walter 
H, Judd, MtOCt'ttnd his ARCI, I wonder where our intellectuals will look for 
aid if they finally accomplish what they seem to wish, and find they don't like 
it either? And why weren't Dr # Judd and the Chinese and Philippine and Japa- 
nese Ambassadors (our Allies) invited? Or does the Academy have to be sat- 
isfied with Indonesia, Burma and India? 

In all our history only our Red China policy has had unanimous 
official endorsement by our Executive, by both Houses of the Congress (by unan- 
imous vote), and by both political parties (in the 1956 platforms). That policy 
is non-recognition and non-admittance to the U.N, At least two of your speakers 
made untruthful statements about that policy. No speaker either expounded or 
endorsed it. In fact, no representative of Congress, either political party or 
the State Department was listed as present, though Defense was represented 
by a dozen or more. 

Although I have been a member for many years, I am unacquainted 
with most of your Directors and Officers. Possibly I am illy informed, but I re- 
cognize only a single name (Herbert Hoover) that inspires confidence, I see 
two that give me the creeps. If I were younger, I would dig for answers to the 
above and other questions. But because years and a bad ticker have intervened 
since I attempted that task in the Institute of Pacific Relations in 1944, I beg, 
instead, to submit my resignation for your immediate acceptance. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) Alfred Kohlberg 
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Memo^fropm 
ALFRED^KOHLBERG 
1 West 37th Street 
New York 18, N. Y # 



As I did not have enough 
copies of enclosures B, C, D 
and E to go around I have omitted 
them. If you would like copies 
I WfLll mail them^if you will 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 37» STREET 

New York ib.N.Y* 



May 29, 1958 




Senator James 0. Eastland, Chairman 
Internal Security Subcommittee, U.S. Senate 

Honorable Francis E. Walter, Chairman 
House Un-American Activities Committee 

Gentlemen: 

In his column of May 9th David Lawrence said: 

M Yet, while the background of some of the men who are in 
the fore- front of the movement to disarm America and 
weaken her position on nuclear weapons cries out for 
exposure, the Congressional committees have been told 
to keep their hands of F T" 

I am fully aware of the difficulties that would con- 
front a Committee that might call General Hugh B 0 Hester, Hon. Stan- 
ley Isaacs, Henry Ford II, Meyer Kestnbaum, John S. Coleman, Ernest 
Gross, Wo W. Rostow, Cyrus Eaton, Chester Bowles, Paul Hoffman, James 
T. Shotwell, Norman Thomas, or even James P. Warburg, Linus Pauling, 
.Norman Cousins , John K. Fairbank and Vera Micheles Dean before them, 
with the implication that they were involved, even unwittingly, in 
pro-Communist movements or propaganda,, But I would suggest nothing 
of the sort. 

I would suggest that, as loyal Americans who believe 
that we are unnecessarily headed for war by refusing to recognize Red 
China and admit it to the U.N. ; or by refusing to cease nuclear tests; 
or refusing to negotiate with Russia; or by too little foreign aid 
with too many strings, etc., they be called to testify. 

I am sure that, like Cyrus Eaton who told the press he 
would be "delighted to appear 11 they would all appreciate an opportu- 
nity to prove their factual statements; to reveal the sources of 
their information; who helped form their various organizations; who 
-supplied the funds, the names? Who refused? etc. For example, Linus 
Pauling explained on TV how he secured 9000 scientists 1 names on a 
petition to the U.N. at a total cost of $600, after previously saying 
that it would take a sum far beyond his means and he wouldn't do it. 

Seeking to change settled national policy is the pri- 
vilege of every citizen. However, if done for improper or even ir- 
responsible reasons it might be un-American or contrary to our Na- 
tion's Internal Security. 

I attach copies of: uk£) 




Senator James 0. ^|stland 
Honorable Francis E. Walter 
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(A) Letter to Adm. Charles M. Cooke of April 30, 1958, : with 
reference to 8 Great Decisions of the F. P. A. including 
Recognition of Red China by 85% vote of the San Francisco 
Junior Chamber of Commerce. Enclosures: editorial from 
S.F. Chronicle. Article from Daily Worker. 

(B) Letter to Nelson Rockefeller, dated April 24, 1958, with 
reference to Rockefeller aid to the Institute of Pacific 
Relations and its successors* Enclosures: from THE DAILY 
WORKER; letter to Rockefeller Foundation; folder "Should 
U.S. Trade With Red China? 11 

(C) Letter to Directors of the Foreign Policy Assoc Inc . of 
May 28, 1957, covering letter to Senators Theodore Green 
and James 0 o Eastland and Representative Francis E. Walter, 
with reference to the Maoist line for recognition of Red 
China. 

(D) Letter to Committee for a Sane Nuclear Policy dated Nov. 
22, 1957, with reference to their espousal of suspension 
of nuclear tests as called for by the Kremlin. Enclosures: 
from THE WORKER, and Boston Herald, Dec 0 3, 1950, first 
American surrender proposal. 

(E) Exchange of correspondence with Bertrand Russell who is 
suing Admiral Strauss and Secretary McElroy. He is the 
intellectual fountainhead of Appeasement. 

Additionally, I call your attention to the resolutions 
of Atlantic Post #1 of AMVETS for investigation of these very ques- 
tions. They particularly mention the American Foundation for Politi- 
cal Education, the Foreign Policy Association, the Fund for Adult 
Education and the Ford Foundation. 



I have much material that may prove of interest if 
either of your Committees decides to investigate the possibility 
that subversives have induced these good Americans, and many others, 
to do the propaganda work of our sworn Soviet enemies. 

Very sincerely yours, 

( 
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April 30, 1958 



Admiral Charles M. Cooke J?bo£U& 

ioioma^aiif 1167 Road ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

' HEREIN IS uNCuGSIFJED 

As I told you last night, I was told about a survey made 
by Professor Saul Padover of the New School for Social Research with 
funds provided by the Ford Foundation late in 1956. I was told this 
about December 1956 or January 1957. 

What Padover told was that they had taken a poll of 
American "elites." I did not ask what was meant by "elite" because 
I understand this is a trade term among our so-called intelligentsia. 
The result of this poll on the recognition of Red China was, according 
to Dr. Padover, 85% in favor of such recognition. Padover said that 
this astonished him and also the Ford people, and instead of making 
the matter public, they had referred it to Paul Hoffman for considera- 
tion. 

I exchanged correspondence with the Ford Foundation, 
particularly Heald and Hoffman, as per enclosed copy of letter, and 
got replies as attached hereto. You see all they really did was to 
write about something else that I did not ask about, without denying 
the story that I told them. 

Please don't forget that in July 1956 both Houses of 
Congress voted unanimously against recognition of Red China or its 
entrance into the U.N., and in August 1956 both parties 1 campaign 
Platforms opposing recognition of Red China were adopted unanimously 
by their Conventions, the Democrats in Chicago, and Republicans at 
the Cow Palace. Hardly had these been adopted when the Pinkoes began 
working to try to show that the double-domes did not agree with the 
hoi polloi on this question- -and hence the Padover poll. 

Early in 1957 you will remember that Henry Ford II, 
Cyrus Eaton, and some other guys after a fast buck, came out for re- 
cognition of Red China, but they were finally howled down and appar- 
ently shut up by John Foster Dulles 1 speech at San Francisco, June 
28, 1957 (copy of which I enclose). So you might think that the San 
Francisco CHRONICLE and the San Francisco Junior Chamber of Commerce 
might have learned something by this time, but it seems that they 
both cannot read and cannot hear, besides not knowing what's good 
for the United States. 

The next thing I noticed was the Foreign Policy Associa- 
tion started something they called "Great Decisions 1958." I enclose 
their release of January 6th and some of their literature, and a copy 
of my letter to them of Jan. 13, this year. I also enclose a bulletin 
of the Foreign Policy Association dated March 1, 1958, open to the 
page about "Should United States Trade with Red China?" I also enclose 
their special flyer opening up into a big sheet entitled "Should the 

ENCLOSE 
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United States Trade with Red China? 11 I also enclose Headline Series 
#126 entitled "What Should U.S. Do in a Changing World? 11 and call 
your attention to the article beginning on page 77 by William Hen- 
derson entitled "Should U.S. Trade with Red China?" No where do they 
unequivocally say "Yes, we have to," but their arguments are so worded 
as to add up to that, and they give it so much Importance that the 
little boys at the Junior Chamber of Commerce probably think if we 
do not trade with Red China, we will have to close up the automobile 
factories and maybe scuttle the Navy besides. I also enclose clipping 
from the DAILY WORKER of Feb. 23, 1958, telling how the Detroit papers 
are doing the same as the San Francisco CHRONICLE. Maybe the CHRONI- 
CLE will get a similar write-up in the WORKER. 

I believe that somebody has fooled the CHRONICLE; I do 
not believe they are playing the game of the DAILY WORKER and the 
Chinese Reds, and I suspect it must be some Red in the Junior Chamber 
of Commerce, putting it over for the Foreign Policy Association, whose 
Vera Micheles Dean has fooled or been fooled before. 

Therefore I propose that I will engage a New York ac- 
counting firm which maintains permanent offices in San Francisco, and 
pay them to inspect and audit the so-called poll taken by the Junior 
Chamber of Commerce and reported in the CHRONICLE editorial of April 
7, 1958, if the CHRONICLE or the Junior Chamber, whichever has the 
actual ballots, will grant permission. I authorize you to make this 
proposal on my behalf and at my expense, either with or without re- 
vealing my name, as you may think best. 

I am so damn mad about this I find it difficult to 
close this letter, butdo so with love to Louise and you, and hope 
that you are able to take it more calmly than I. 

As ever, 
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Readers on World Views 
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'Great Decisions 1 Balloting Result* 



America's firm policy of shunning 
or ignor.ng P*d C^ina runs itrorigty 
counter to the more or less informed 
oo«nicn * *a%» m*,r»* w ot Ba/ 
Area residents; among those who 
Keve g»v*o s^n# H>rog~* a'*' - ! *t*jO> 
to the situation. 85 per cent favor 

'♦cogn-* ~* tho P#.pi«C C^*'" 
ment, ana >*d p*r can* »o^c *Jm,t 
Peiping to the United Nations as the 

de. taCtO gOV*rr>~^r»» -»< O ^ 

This was one of the interesting 
facets of public sentiment as ascer- 
tained by The Chronicle through 
ballots lately published on this page. 
For eight successive Mondays — 
February 3 through March 24 — the 
page was devoted to pertinent data 
in connection with a series of ques- 
tion! propounded by the Foreign 
Policy Association, under the gen- 
eral title "Great Decisions— 1958'*. 
To exploea and study these ques- 
tions. ibaA600 eft 

• of Com- 
m erce and aoy^^rT^^^ 6000 ar- 
sons participated In the urogram. 
Group members as well as interested 
individuals were enabled to register 
their opinions on these paramount 
Issues through ballots printed on this 
page each week during the series. 

Opinions Carry Wai?lit 

The Junior Chamber has now 
tabulated the ballots and the results 
have been forwarded to Washington 
for the information of Secretary 
Dulles and the State Department. 
The Foreign PoHcy Association re- 
ports that the Department regards 
the findings more highly than ordi- 
nary polls, in view of the study and 
discusiion which * - J 
answers. 



The Red China question, one as- 
pect of which has been mentioned 

above, produced some other strik- 
ing examples of Northern California 
opinion, foly 2 per 'c,ent of all oar-. 

*~r^\ffit*nr» find — VXj#> 

iflrican poIicy which i^ ~ 

hrnrrT n n s n sn u i rrpt^ tKjt the 




R»d Ch ina and put relations on a 

Reciprocal Trada Pacta 

On the Issue of trade with Red 
China, a great majority of voters — 
Q2 p- r — * av ™ maintenance of 

r «*Tritti nn<; — but cjii to? 
nit.r^ of ihe fact that some of 



afd prc^7am'as*T whole , _butjavored 
g reaTer em phasis Qri^Cjanornic . aid, 
l ess emphasis onjruliVry ^ A sub- 
stantial majority — 65 per cent — 
advocated an increase in economic 
assistance for under - delevoped 
nations. 

Participant* in the balloting 
showed no disposition, et all, to re- 
gard e federated Europe as a threat 
to the welfare of the United States. 
Rather than fearing such develop- 
ments as Eurstom and Euromarket 
as rivals.to American prosperity and 
achievement, more than four fifths 
of the voters favored them end other 
federation p ro ject s is w eughout the 
world ^ijfwjsj, g5 fl er cent of the 
IflfS were in tavor of pool in. 



rec« 
fur 

prospflT. without 



mnm trada^m 



Francisco Juntof 



In considering foreign trade In 
yaneral — a subject of such urgency 
tha t President Eisenhower was im- 
pelled to give it nationwide TV elu- 
cidation recently 



American bra ins and know-how with 
Jpr E u ro pean allies in orjer tn kflcp 
ahead of Russian advances. Seventy - 
.Six per cent ot me voter* would havt 
J^VjfM MM— — "-'*if weapons wit h 
J*r allies— but only 26 per cent fa - 
y^gi *»i—>n»^i n fl the mifTfarv 
espocts of NATO. 

Against Colonialism 

The Middle Eastern situation pro- 
duced wide divergence of opinion, 
but 60 per cent of the voters fa- 
vored a Middle East Development 
Agency in the United Nations, 
through which the United States 
could channel aid to met troublous 
region. More than 70 per cent ad- 
vocated increased cultural and po- 
litical ties through enhanced traev 
Foretgn aid, apparently, is every- »"Q of Arab administrators, educe- 
body's friend. OnfyTone per cent of -J?" *nd technicians in the United 
th^votnimfstMAMSS^SOScor States. Some 5 per cent threw up 
nomiC as sista nce program* ,. Eighty- 4h#,r Jnd vofed to ° ,v# "P tht 




*lftf r^attfOf/ 1 , y*At''\grr* m * n ** A 1 - 
*?Sbet lour f,*4n — /v :*nt — 
went farther and voted tor a iiberal- 
tfed poi<v unoV »h, c h the Presi- 
dent could make even turmer tantf 
reductions on a reciprocal basis with 



ainst any reduction in 1 



entjre^Middle cEast problem as too 



■«l > 



There was 
opinion reg. 
P*f cent or voters 
for the colonial policies of U. S. 



allies. More than four fifths wanted 
to promote African independence, 
actively assist development of the 
territories, and encourage private 
investment. 

There was a 77 per cent vote in 
f avorof enhancing me autnortty 

aj^ power of the Uniteo' Nat . or 
out on the question of whether" ?k « 
was to be done through estabi.sp- 
ment of a large, permanent U. N. 
force, or through a small, token 
force, there was a split down the 
middle. The nonpolitical activities 
of U. N., such as those conducted 
bv UNESCO antf the WnrlH H»al»h 
Organization, worP warmly approved 
•PV 86 per cent nf fa vp»»r« w h 0 
advocated that they receive in- 
creased support. 

Defense Superiority 

It was the feeling of.22~pex_cent 
of the voters that the United States 
should try tp hand| ? all major dis- 
putes Jhr^^jh~the_facilitres oTlhe 
LTTT. anrl 77 pJT ^nf f e r t that 
while this attempt should be made 
a flexible procedure would best 
serve the national purpose — that is, 
a procedure which might also make 
use of direct negotiation, secret ne- 
gotiation, summit conferences and 
other methods of diplomacy. ; 

There was great accord in the 
opinions concerning the national de- 
f ense^Be^w£fin_°_2_and 97 per re nt 
of the*DaMots were in favotjjf main- 
tain m^^j^Q^jtU]^ both_quan- 
ITfafive and qualitative suf^rioxity 
of weapons and manpower over the 
Communist blog. A similar prepon- 
derance of sentiment was displayed 
in favor of higher priorities for 
research and development — but 
only 27 per cent of the vote favored 
raising science to a status requiring 
a Cabinet officer. 

Intensified civil defense training 
and preparation were favored by 95 
per cent of the ballots. 

Here, again, there was over- 
whelming sentiment in favor of 
sharing nuclear know-how tech- 
-?loav and weapons with UATQ 
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jjjesj the prn^nAaJLdrjw_^5Q psr 
cent favorable vote. 



Disarmimtnt Talks 

On the question of arms control, 
opinion diverged widely. The near- 
est approaches to unanim ity c ame 
C£LJhA„PfapjM#T3oI^^ 3is- 
ffn^ament talks for the _t ime. bei og; 
only Per cent favo red *uch a 
enwrse Alternative proposals were 
regarded thus: 

In favor of continued negotia- 
tions and insistence upon 



« aj full 



in favor of continued negotia- 
tions but a more flexible a /tlHjde 
on inspection. 74 per r~ " * 



ued negotia- 
tions — but with little hope of re- 
sults— 67 per cent, and 
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OFFICE OF DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



October 17, 1958 

The attached was sei£$o the 1 jRf * 
Director from Alfred^hlberg V w ji 
1 West 37th St rt e t, New YoYlU S ^ 
New York.'; ' 

References to the Directo/and 
FBI have been marked. J 




Mr. Hoi. Ionian 
Miss Holmes 
Miss/" ' / 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 370? STREET 

New York is.Nf.Y. 



October 17, 1958 



To the Managing Editor 
Dear Sir: 



the SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON COMMUNIST TACTICS, 
STRATEGY AND OBJECTIVES of the American Bar Association made 
its report to the Board of Governors this' summer. Pending action, the 
Board of Governors has refused to release the text of the report. Timing 
of its release will depend on the action of President Ross Malone and the 
Board of Governors. 

Meantime Senator Styles Bridges of New Hampsvhire came 
into possession of a copy and was so impressed that he put it into the Con- 
gressional Record, thereby placing it in the public domain The full re- 
port is attached. 

In my opinion this report of the Special Committee is a 
masterly, brief summing up of the entire Communist problem as it affects 
the United States today. It ' 

(1) briefly outlines 20 Supreme Court decisions affecting the 
Communist conspiracy in the U.S.A.; 

(2) in quotations from Communist sources it summarizes the 
objectives, strategy and tactics of the Communists; 

(3) in 11 numbered sections on pages 17719 to 17721 it lists the 
aims of the Communists as of the present moment; 

(4) on pages 17721 and 17722 it lists 4 current misconceptions; 1 
and 

(5) the last two pages conclude with recommendations for action 
in internal affairs and in foreign policy. 

It is my considered opinion that if you will carefully read 
this masterly report, you will wish to keep it for future reference. 
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{Senate proceedings continued from, 
p. 17630} *:\\ 

REPORT OF AMERICAN BAR ASSO- 
CIATION SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
COMMUNIST TACTICS, STRATEGY, 
AND OBJECTIVES 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, a friend 
to California has supplied me with a copy 
of the report just filed with the house of 
delegates of the American Bar Associ- 
ation by that association's special com- 
mittee on Communist strategy, tactics, 
and objectives. Sena tors will recall that 
this is the outstanding committee which 
was formerly headed by the former Sen- 
ator from Maryland and our former col- 
league, Herbert O'Conor, and which is 
now headed by Peter Campbell Brown, 
former Chairman of the Subversive Ac- 
tivities Control Board. 

The report is an outstanding piece of 
work in its field. I believe I may have 
the first copy to reach Washington. So 
that I may share it with my colleagues, 
I ask unanimous consent that the report 
be printed at this point in the Record, 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

Supplement az, Report op the Special Com- 
mittee on Communist Tactics, Strategy, 
and Objectives 

paul reveres art not always heeded 
A Hlght To Remember tells of the five 
iceberg warnings sent by wireless to the 
Titanic. When the sixth message, "Look 
out for icebergs." came in, the Titanic's 
operator wired back: "Shut up, I'm busy," 
Just 35 minutes later, the ship, whose cap- 
tain had said "God Himself could not sink/' 
was sinking. 

The phrase "Remember Pearl Harbor*' 
should remind us that we, people and lead- 
ers, were cocksure and complacent before 
the afternoon of December 7, 1941. The FBI 
had warned of frequent messages from the 
Japanese consulate at Hawaii to Tokyo tell- 
ing of the presence and absence of American 
warships at Pearl Harbor. Dies committee 
reports of Japanese espionage by fishing ves- 
sels were ridiculed as headline hunting. 
Capt. Laurance Safford^__who was recently 
awarded ♦itfCT.OOQ by a grateful Congress for 
his World War H coding and decoding in- 
ventions, had decoded all the Japanese pre- 
Pearl Harbor war messages for his superiors. 
Yet, the attacfc came as a stunning surprise. 

Most persons who are Informed on com- 
munism think our country is now In greater 
danger than were the Titanic and Pearl 
Harbor. The thesis of J. Edgar Hoover's new 
hook, Masters of Deceit, is: 

"Communism is the major menace of our 
time. Today, it threatens the very existence 
«f Our western civilization." * 

In his speech to the 1957 National Conven- 
tion of the American Legion, Mr, Hoover 
warned : 

"To dismiss lightly the existence of the 
subversive threat in the United States is to 
deliberately commit national suicide. In 



"some quarters we are. surely doing just that/* 
, /Oh July 6,/ 1958, Prof. J. Sterling Living- 
ston, a Pentagon consultant stated: 

"The doctrine of preemptive war is defi- 
nitely a part of Soviet strategy. The Rus- 
sians plan as part of their strategy to strike 
a forestalling nuclear blow against their 
enemies." 3 

The lawyer-author of the Galther report 
to the President on national security recently 
told our association : 

"Our security is in unprecedented peril, 
* • • The ultimate objective of interna- 
tional communism is world domination, and 
the Soviet Union will pursue this objective 
ruthlessly and relentlessly, employing every 
possible political, economic, subversive, and 
military strategem and tactic." * 

X. COURT DECISIONS OI* COMMUNISM 

The 1953 midyear report of this committee 
praised the opinions of Chief Justice Stone in 
Schneider man v. United States* '"and of- Mr. 
Justice Jackson in American Communica- 
tions Association v. Douds* for tbeir con- 
clusion, based on Communist documents, 
that the Communist Party, U. S. A. is not a 
political party but, to quote Mr. Justice 
Jackson: "la a conspiratorial and revolu- 
tionary junta, organized to reach ends and to 
use methods which are incompatible with 
our constitutional system." 

Similar statements were made by Chief 
Justice Hughes when, as Secretary of State, 
he refused to recognize the Communist Gov- 
ernment of Russia, and by Chief Justice Vin- 
son in his scholarly opinion upholding the 
convictions of the 11 top Communists under 
the Smith Act* 

In the last 2 years, the Supreme Court has 
decided the following 20 cases i 

1. Communist Party v. Subversive Activi- 
ties Control Board. The Court refused to 
uphold or pass on the constitutionality of the 
Subversive Activities Con trot Act of 1950, 
and delayed the effectiveness of the act, 

2. Pennsylvania v. Steve Nelson. The 
Court held that it was uni awful for Penn- 
sylvania to prosecute a Pennsylvania Com- 
munist Party leader under the Pennsylvania 
Sedition Act, and indicated that the anti- 
sedition laws of 42 States and of Alaska and 
Hawaii cannot be enforced. 

3. Yates v. United States. The Court re- 
versed two Federal courts and ruled that 
teaching and advocating forcible overthrow 
of our Government, even "with evil intent," 
was not punishable under the Smith Act as 

.long as it was "divorced from any effort_ to_ 
instigate action to that end/' and "ordered 
5 Communist Party leaders freed and new 
trials for another 9* 

4. Cole v. Young. The Court reversed two 
Federal courts and held that, although the 
Summary Suspension Act of 1950 gave the 
Federal Government the right to dismiss em- 
ployees "in the interest of the national secu- 
rity of the United States," it was not in the 
interest of the national security to dismiss 
an employee who contributed funds and 
services to a not-disputed subversive organ- 
ization, unless that employee was in a "sensi- 
tive positions." 



5, Service v. Dulles. The Court reversed 
two Federal courts which had refused to set 
aside the discharge of John Stewart Service 
by the State Department. The FBI had a 
recording of a conversation between Service 
and an editor of the pro -Communist maga- 
zine Amerasia, In the latter 's hotel room in 
which Service spoke of military plans which 
were very secret. 7 Earlier the FBI had found 
large numbers of secret and confidential 
State Department documents In the 
Amerasia office. The lower courts had fol- 
lowed the McCarran amendment which gave 
the Secretary of State absolute discretion 
to discharge any employee in the interests 
of the United States. 

8. Slochower v. Board of Education of New 
York. The Court reversed the decisions of 
three New York courts and held it was un- 
constitutional to automatically discharge a 
teacher, in accordance with New York law, 
becauee^hejbook the nfth_ amendment when 
asked about Communist "activities. On peti- 
tion for rehearing, the Court admitted that 
its opinion was in error in stating that 
Slochower was not aware that his claim of 
the fifth amendment would Ipso facto result 
in his discharge; however, the Court denied 
rehearing. 

7. Sweezy v. New Hampshire. The Court 
reversed the New Hampshire Supreme Court 
and held that the attorney general of New 
Hampshire was without authority to question 
Professor Sweezy, a lecturer at the State uni- 
versity, concerning a lecture and other 
suspected subversive activities. Questions 
which the Court said that Sweezy properly 
refused to answer Included: "Did you advo- 
cate Marxism at that time?** and "Do you 
believe In communism?" 

8. United States v. WitkoVioh. The Court 
decided that, under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act of 1952, which provides that 
any alien against whom there is a final order 
of deportation shall "give Information under 
oath as to his nationality, circumstances, 
habits, associations and activities, and such 
other information, whether or not related 
to the foregoing, as the Attorney General may 
deem fit and proper," the Attorney General 
did not have the right to ask Wttkovich: 
"Since the order of deportation was entered 
in your case on June 25, 1953, have you at- 
tended any meetings of the Communist Party 
of the U. S. A/T 

9. Schwarc v. Board of Examiners of New 
Mexico. The Court reversed the decisions of 
the New Mexico Board of Bar Examiners and 
. of „the.Nejw_ Mexico Sup_reme_Court which had 
said: "We believe one who has knowingly 
given his loyalties to the Cv-rari-Uii^ Party 
for 6 or 7 years during a period of responsible 
adulthood is a person of quSsUOnatfle \*hw- 
acter." The Supreme CtfuVF rui^l tha y 
"membership in the Commissi tarfe ifw- 
ing the 1930's cannot be sal/T fa" raHt Jub- 
stantlal doubts about his present gdb/J mAial 
character." ' " ! 

IB. Konigsoerg v. State l&ar 'bf Cdlifunixd, 
The Court reversed the decisions of the Cali- 
fornia Committee of Bar Examiners and of 
the California Supreme Court and held 
that it was unconstitutional to deny a license 
to practice law to an applicant who refused 



»St. Louis Post-Dispatch, July 6, 1958. 
» American Bar Association Journal, May 
1958, pp. 425-426. 
*320U. S.1J8, 170. 
« 339 TJ 5 382, 424 

•Dennis v. United, States (341 TJ, S. 494.) 



* United States Senate Committee Hearings 
on Charges of Disloyalty in the State Depart- 
ment, June 26, 1950, pp. 1391 ff.. espec. 1404; 
<sf . United States v. Jafle. 98 P. Supp. I9t, 194. 
(1951). 
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to answer this question put by the bar com- 
mittee: "Mr, Konigsberg, are you a Com- 
munist?" and a series of similar questions. 

11. Jencks v. United States. The Court re- 
versed two Federal courts and held, that 
jencks, who was convicted of filing a false 
non-Communist affidavit, must he given the 
contents of all confidential FBI reports which 
were made by anyfcovernment witne&s in the 
case even though Jencks "restricted his mo- 
tions to a request for production of the re- 
ports to the trial Judge for the Judge's inspec- 
tion and determination whether and to what 
extent the reports should be made avail- 
able/ 1 

12. Watkins v. United States. The Court 
reversed the Federal District Court and six 
judges of the Court of Appeals of the 
District of Columbia, and held that the 
House Un-American Activities Committee 
could not require a witness who admitted 
"1 freely cooperated with the Communist 
party' ' to name his Communist associates, 
even though the witness did not invoke the 
fifth amendment. The Court said: "We re- 
main unenlightened as to the subject to 
Which the questions asked petitioner were 
pertinent." The Court did not question "the 
power of the Congress to inquire into and 
publicize corruption, maladministration or 
inefficiency in agencies of the GDvernnrent." 
The Court did question the right of Congress 
to inquire Into and publicize communism 
and subversion, and suggested that this "in- 
volved a broad scale Intrusion into the lives 
and affairs of private citizens-." 

13. Haley, Stern, and Brown v, Ohio, The 
Court reversed the Ohio Supreme Court and 
Jower courts and set aside the conviction of 
three men who had refused to answer ques- 
tions about Communist activities put to 
them by the Ohio Un-American Activities 
Commission. 

14. Flayer v. United States. The Court re- 
versed two Federal courts and set aside the 
conviction of Flaxer of contempt for refusing 
to produce records of alleged Communist 
activities subpenaed by the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee. 

15. Sacher v. United States. The Court 
reversed two Federal courts and set aside the 
conviction of Sacher of contempt for refusing 
to tell the Senate Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee whether he was "a member of the 
lawyers* section of the Communist Party." 
Jn the second Sacher appeal, the Court again 
reversed the court of appeals and said that 
this question was not pertinent to the sub- 
committee's investigation of Communist 
witness Matusow's recantation. The Court 
refused to hear any argument from the Gov- 
ernment lawyers representing this Senate 
subcommittee. 

16. Yates v. United States. In the second 
Yates appeal, the Court reversed two Fed- 
eral courts and held that the refusal of Com- 
munist Party member Yates "to answer 11 
question about Communist membership of 
other persons' * did not constitute 11 con - 
tempts. In the third Yates appeal, the Court 
reversed 2 Federal courts and held that 
Yates' contempt sentence of 1 year should 
be reduced to the 15 days already served 
for this contempt, 

17. Bonetti v< Rogers. The Court reversed 
two Federal courts and held that, although 
the Internal Security Act of 1950 provides 
that any alien, who "at any time" after en- 
tering the United States shall have been a 
member of the Communist Party, Is deport^ 
able, Bonetti, an alien who "became a Com- 
munist after entering the United States, was 
not deportable because he had reentered af- 
ter quitting the party. The dissenting 
judges charged that this construction reads 
"at any time" out of the act and the word 
"last" into the statute, and "cripples the 
effectiveness of the act/' 

18. Vonsul General for Yugoslavia v. An- 
drew Artukovic. The Court reversed two 
Federal courts and held that Artuliovic. an 



a nti -Communist refugee from Yugoslavia 
who is living with his wife and children in 
California, could not claim political asylum 
in America, but had to submit to an extra- 
dition hearing which would be based on 
Yugoslavia's political charges. 

19. Rockwell Kent v. Dulles. The Court 
reversed two Federal courts and held that 
the State Department could not require every 
applicant for a passport to file a non -Com- 
munist affidavits 

20. Dayton v. Dulles. The Court reversed 
two Federal courts and held that the State 
Department had to give a passport to a re- 
search physicist whose passport application 
to accept a Job in India had been denied for 
security reasons* The Secretary of State 
had found that Dayton had lived for 8 months 
with a Communist who "was involved in the 
espionage apparatus of Julius Rosenberg 1 ' and 
that Dayton wa3 going to work in India with 
another Communist "who recently re- 
nounced his American citizenship." 

In accordance with the resolution of the 
house of delegates and authorization of the 
board of governors, our committee— on the 
request Of the State attorney for its cooper- 
ation—applied for and obtained permission 
to appear as amicus curiae in the appeal 
pending in the Supreme Court of Florida 
from the order of dismissal of the discipli- 
nary proceedings cgainst Leo Shelner. Leo 
Shelner had twice previously been ordered, 
disbarred by the circuit court of Florida. 

Our committee prepared and submitted a 
brief to the Supreme Court of Florida stat- 
ing its views on the duty of the bar and of 
the courts to cleanse its ranks of an unfit 
member. The committee further stated its 
concept of an acceptable standard of fitness 
for attorneys and of the unfitness of any 
member of the bar who, in appropriate pro- 
ceedings persists in refusal to answer perti- 
nent questions concerning his activities in 
the Communist Party or Communist -domi- 
nated fronts on the ground that his answers 
to such questiosn concerning his activities 
might tend to Incriminate him. It Is in- 
conceivable to us that an attorney and officer 
of the court may continue in good standing 
while he pleads self-incrimination in refus- 
ing to answer questions relating to subversive 
activities. 

The brief pointed out that, In other walks 
of life, lab or -union offlciala v teachers. Gov- 
ernment r. ^lupioyees. and employees of private 
industry, there had been set a standard under 
which the Individual will be safeguarded in 
invoking thv fifth amendment to inquiries 



have set forth their master plan of world 
conquest even more forthrlghtly than did 
Hitler in Mein Kampf, The Communist 
Manifesto said: "The Communists disdain to 
conceal their views and aims." a Communists 
have never deviated from the theory: enun- 
ciated by Marx and the strategy devised by 
Lenin. /.'"v. 

For those who want to understand com- 
munism, we prescribe, not a' 15 -day trip to 
Russia, but 15 days In a library studying the 
Communist conspiracy. The following quo- 
tations from Communist authorities are an 
accurate summary of Communist tactics, 
strategy, and objectives. 

The Communist master plan for world 
conquest was stated by Lenin In these words: 

"First, we will take Eastern Europe, then 
the masses of Asia, then we will encircle the 
United States, which will be the last bastion 
of capitalism. We will not have to attack. 
It will fall like an overripe fruit Into out 
hands." • 

During the last 25 years, the United States 
has had 3.400 meetings with the commu- 
nists, including Teheran, Yalta, Potsdam, 
Panmunjom, and Geneva. The negotiators 
spoke 106 million words (700 volumes). All 
this talk led to 52 major agreements, and 
Soviet Russia has broken 50 of them. The 
Communists have followed Lenin's dictum 
about treaties and agreements : 

"Promises are like pie crusts — made to be 
broken." *• 

During the last 3 years, the United States 
has met 73 times at Geneva with the Chinese 
Reds to negotiate the release of 450 Ameri- 
can prisoners. Not one American serviceman 
has been accounted for or released. The 
Communists have followed Stalin's principle 
of diplomatic intercourse: 

"Words must have no relation to action— 
otherwise what kind of diplomacy is it? 
Words are one thing, actions another. Good 
words are a mask for concealment of bad 
deeds. Sincere diplomacy is no more pos- 
sible than dry water or iron wood." « 

Marx and Engels stated this objective in 
the Communist Manifesto: 

"The theory of the Communists may be 
summed up in the single sentence: Abolition 
of private property." 14 

Lenin gave this command to Communists: 
"We have to use any ruse, dodges, tricks, 
cunning, unlawful method, concealment, 
and veiling of the truth," ia 
On another occasion, Lenin added: 
"As long as capitalism remains we cannot 
live In peace. In the end one or the other 



which might tend to incriminate him. but triumph— a funeral requiem will be 



by so doing he forfeits his position of trust 
and responsibility. The Shelner case is very 
important to the bar as other States having 
such problem attorneys on their rolls have 
been awaiting the final decision in this 
matter. 

The appeal was argued before the Supreme 
Court of Florida on February 8, 1058. Julius 
Applebaum, a member of our committee, 
argued as amicus curiae for this association. 
On July 24, 1969, the court issued an order 
on its own motion requesting further argu- 
ment oi\ September 5, 1958, and permitting 
supplemental briefs as to the application of 
three decisions, Mux Lcmer v. Hugh J. Casey, 
et al.; Herman A. Beilan v. Board of Public 
Education, School District of Philadelphia; 
and Milton Knapp v. Mitchell D. Schweitzer, 
et al. y rendered by the United States Supreme 
Court on June 30. 1958. Our committee is 
preparing such supplemental brief In behalf 
of the association and will participate in the 
re argument. Our committee is willing to 
appear In similar cases upon direction of the 
house of delegates or board of governors, 

II, COMMUNIST TACTICS 

Communist Russia has been called "a rid- 
dle wrapped in a mystery Inside an enigma." 
This Is true only for those who are ignorant 
of Communist writings. The Communists 



sung over the Soviet Republic or over world 
capitalism." 11 

On September 17, 1955, Nikita Khrushchev 
warned us: 

"If anyone thinks that our smiles mean 
the abandonment of the teachings cf Mars t 
Engels, and Lenin, he is deceiving himself 
cruelly. Those who expect this to happen 
might Just as well wait for a shrimp to 
learn how to whistle." a 

Khrushchev made this statement to West- 
ern diplomats at a Moscow reception on No- 
vember 18, 1956: 

l *If you don't like us, don't accept our 
invitations and don't invite us to come to 



8 United States House Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee. Strategy and Tactics of World 
Communism; sec. A, Marxist Classics, May 
29, 1956, p. 71, 

"Collected Works of Lenin, vol. 10, p. 172. 

"Ibid,, vol. 9. pp. 290-291. 

»' HUAC. Marxist Classics, op. cit„ p. 33. 

'-Ibid., p. 58. 

3:1 Hoover, Herbert, 40 Key Questions About 
Our Foreign Policy, Scarsdale, N. Y. # Upde- 
graff Press, 1952, p. 33. 

"Idem. 

'"St. Louis Post -Dispatch, September 18, 
1955. 
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see you. 'Whether you Uke It or not, history 
Js on our side. We will bury you." 3 * 

Khrushchev appeared on our American 
television: screens on June 2 t 1957, and con- 
fidently tola lie; 

"Your grandchildren will live under so- 
cialism," 

William Z. Foster dedicated his book. The 
Twilight of World Capitalism, to his great- 
grandson, "who will live in a Communist 
United States." 

The Communist philosophy of negotiation 
was stated in 1931 to the Ijenin School or 
Political Warfare In Moscow by Dmitri 
Manuilskl, a Soviet official and at one time 
the presiding officer of the U, N, Security 
Council : 

"War to the hilt between communism and 
capitalism Is Inevitable* Today, of course, 
we are not strong enough to attack. Our 
time will come In 20 or 30 years. To win we 
shall need the element of surprise. The 
bourgeoisie will have to be put to sleep. 
So we shall begin by launching the most 
spectacular peace movement on record. 
There will be electrifying overtures and un- 
heard-of concessions. The capitalistic coun- 
tries, stupid and decadent, will rejoice to 
cooperate in their own destruction. They 
will leap at another chance to be friends. 
As soon as their guard is down, we shall 
smash them with our clenched fist/' 11 

Oeorgl Dlmltrov advised the Lenin School 
of Political Warfare how to make use of 
innocents and dupes In these words : 

"As Soviet power grows, there will be a 
greater aversion to Communist parties every- 
where. So we must practice the techniques 
of withdrawal. Never appear in the lore- 
ground; let our friends do the work, We 
must always remember that one sympathiser 
Is generally worth more than a dozen mili- 
tant Connmunists, A university professor, 
who without being a party member lends 
himself to the interests of the Soviet Union, 
Is worth more than a hundred men with 
party cards, A writer of reputation, or a 
retired general, are worth more than 500 
poor devils who don't know any better than 
to get themselves beaten up by the police, 
Every man has his value, his merit. The 
writer who, without being -a party member, 
defends the Soviet Union, the union leader 
who is outside our ranks but defends Soviet 
International policy* Is worth more than a 
thousand party members/' 38 

The key to Communist tactics Is the dia- 
lectic. Just as the movements of the planets 
are predictable by astronomers, so are com- 
munist movements predictable by those who 
have studied the dialectic The dialectic is 
an Instrument which gives the Communists 
complete freedom from normal and logical 
restraints. According to the dialectic, the 
Communist objective Is never approached in 
a direct, persistent line. It is not even ap- 
proached in a circuitous, winding pathway. 
The dialectic mode of progress consists of a 
series of advances and retreats. Communists 
do not wait for an opening; they create it. 

Lenin described the dialectic as "one step 
forward, two steps backward/* lfr The Com- 
munists go backward and forward to In- 
evitable victory. The operation of the dia- 
lectic is like hammering a nail. It Is a fool- 
ish man who brings down the hammer with 
a crashing blow and then continues to push. 
When that blow has spent itself, the entire 
direction of progress is reversed, and the 
goal is achieved through a series of back- 
ward-forward motions. According to the 
dialectic, even though heading away from 
the goal, you are still fulfilling the scientific 



*■ U< S. News & World Report, December 27, 
1957, p. 32, 

" CoffGREssroitfAi* JZecoud, if ay 31, 1955, p* 
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^HUAC, Annual Report, I95T, p. 2, 
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method of approach; and therefore the re- 
verse movement must be carried out with 
the same fervor and determination. 

The closing of the Daily Worker was a 
dialectical maneuver. The Communist 
Party made a dialectical retreat in stopping 
publication of the leading party organ on 
January 13, 1958, under the subterfuge that 
it was in dire financial condition. In so do- 
ing, the Communist Party made a two-step 
advance. First, it strenghened the dis- 
cipline of the party because, as J. Edgar 
Hoover has pointed out, the Internal strug- 
gle for power resulted in a decisive victory 
for the pro-soviet faction* Secondly, the 
ousted editor of the Daily Worker, John 
J Gates, now performs the function of a Tito 
within the United States, Gates is Infinitely 
more valuable to communism lecturing at 
American colleges and universities than he 
ever was while with the Daily Worker, 
Gateslsm promotes the apathy of the Intel- 
lectuals under the theme*, "Communism la 
dying out/' The Communists aim to keep 
us complacent until the choice Is annihila- 
tion or surrender, at which time they con- 
fidently- expect us to submit to a negotiated 
surrender. 

Also during this past year, the Commu- 
nists went forward with the rocks and gar- 
bage grown at Vice President Nixon in South 
America; backward with the smiles of Men- 
shikov; forward with the executions of Nagy 
and Maleter; backward by allowing Tito to 
make a few anti-Soviet statements; forward 
with the defeats of anti-Communists in 
Syria and Indoriesia-^all with the same 
unity of purpose that makes everything con- 
tribute to their plan of world conquest. 

The major communist tactics at the pres* 
ent time include the following: 

1, Nullification of the Smith act and other 
anti-Communist legislation. FBI Director 
J, Edgar Hoover testified January 16, 1958, at 
a House hearing made public in May* that 
49 of the 10£ top Communists convicted by 
Federal Juries under the Smith act have 
been set free by Supreme Court decisions. 2 * 
Judge Richard H. Chambers of the United 
States Court of Appeals, in a decision releas- 
ing 11 of these top Communists, said that 
Supreme Court decisions have left the Smith 
Act, as to any further prosecution under It, 
a virtual shambles, 

(J. Edgar Hover also testified that a top 
Communist functionary described the deci- 
sion in the Smith Act case of June 17, 1957, 
as the greatest victory the Communist 
Party In America has ever received, 2 * The 
Daily Worker summed up the Yates, Wat- 
kins and other cases of that same day In 
f these words: "The curtain is closing on one 
of our worst periods/' 23 The Sunday 
Worker of May 11, 1858, contains strong op- 
position to any legislation to overcome the 
Supreme Court's rulings on internal security. 
Other anti -Communist laws which have 
been targets of the Communist Party and 
which are now nullified or weakened by the 
foregoing 20 cases are the Subversive Activi- 
ties Control Act of 1950, the antiseditlon laws 
of 42 States, Alaska, and Hawaii, key secu- 
rity provisions of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act of 1952, and the Summary Sua* 
pension Act of 1950. 

- 2. Muzzling the FBI and congressional in- 
vestigations. For years the Communist Party 
has poured out its most hysterical language 
against what the Reds call "the gestapolike 
FBI/' and congressional inquisitions and 
witch hunts. This tactic has been so suc- 
cessful that it Is now eaid that the Com- 



^U. S. House Appropriations Subcommit- 
tee, hearings on the Department of Justice* 
January Iff, 1953, p, 176* 
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munlsts don't have to tell congressional com- 
mittees anything. 

Judge Robert Morris, chief counsel for the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee for 
6 years, said: *'The power of the Congress to 
learn the underlying facts of the [ Commu- 
nist] conspiracy has been hamstrung" since 
the decision in the Watkins case, 

in the first session of Congress since the 
Watkins decision the House Un-American 
Activities Committee conducted only one in- 
vestigation and the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee held only one public hearing. 
On July 5, 1058, the press reported that con- 
gressional investigations Into the Communist 
conspiracy have reached an all-time low for 
the last two decades, although committee 
files are bulging with data on the conspiracy 
Which are crying for exploration. 

The experience of France, and particularly 
Germany, shows the danger of restricting 
legislative investigations. 1 * Bismarck so 
feared the power of parliamentary investiga- 
tion that he dissolved the Prussian Parlia- 
ment when it attempted to assert its right 
of investigation, Historians agree that the 
lack of legislative Investigation was the great- 
est single cause for the authorization of 
Imperial Germany, When the Weimar Re- 
public was created, article 34 of the constitu- 
tion granted the Reichstag the power "to ap- 
point Investigating committees/* When the 
Reichstag attempted to exercise its constitu- 
tional right, the German Constitutional 
Court, in two key cases, narrowed the scope 
of parliamentary inquiry so considerably that 
the investigating powers of the Reichstag 
were inadequate to Its tasks. As a result, 
the Reichstag never exposed the Nazi Party, 
or HiUer's purges, concentration camps, and 
secret police. The success of the Nazi con- 
spiracy taught the German Supreme Court a 
lesson. On August 17, 1956, it handed down 
a scholarly 375-page opinion which outlawed 
all activities of the Communist conspiracy in 
West Germany, 

3< Elimination of Federal and State se- 
curity programs. This tactic has been com- 
pletely successful in regard to nonsensitive 
positions, although evidence is abundant 
that the Communist conspiracy considers 
nonsensitive positions . vitally important* 
Military security officers have caught Com- 
munist Janitors collecting the contents of 
waste baskets and Communist steongraphers 
making an extra carbon copy of all docu- 
ments and mailing them to their Commu- 
nist superiors. The New York Times re- 
ported on July 11, 1958, that there are more 
than 300 Government employees dismissed 
or suspended as security risks who are duo 
to he reinstated with back pay. 

Everyone admits that Government em- 
ployment is not a right but a privilege. Yet 
the effect of the Cole, Service, Slochower, 
and Sweezy decisions is "to present Federal 
and State governments from withdrawing 
this privilege from those who associate with 
Communists or who are security risks. 

On July 9, 1&58, the legal chief of the 
State Department Passport Division testified 
In Congress that, as a result of the June 
1958 decisions in the Kent and Dayton cases, 
the State Department has had to Issue 77 
passports to suspected subversives and has 
another 70 applications pending whose travel 
abroad will be against the security of the 
United States. He pleaded for early pas- 
sage of the legislation submitted by Presi- 
dent Elsenhower to overcome these decisions 
and to giv^ the State Department authority 
to bar passports from persons whose travel 
abroad may be deemed injurious to Ameri- 
can security. 
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Joseph Z. Kornfeder, one of the foum 
of the Communist Party U, S. A., who is now 
anti- Communist, testified that American 
passports are essential to Communist spying- 
operations. These Supreme Court decisions, 
he testified, will B&ve the Soviet Union time 
and money because It will no longer be nec- 
essary to forge American passports. 

4, The peace offensive. On April 1, 1951, 
the House Un-American Activities Commit- 
tee issued a report called "The Communist 
Peace Offensive; a Campaign to Disarm and 
Defeat the United States/* This document 
showed In detail how intellectuals, profes- 
sors, writers, and others who influence pub- 
lic opinion, were sucked into various Com- 
munist peace fronts, This report said: "The 
most dangerous hoax ever devised by the in- 
ternational Communist conspiracy Is the 
current worldwide 'peace' offensive/' 

Today, under the slogans "peace" and 
"peaceful coexistence," we are witnessing a 
revival of this Communist peace offensive. 
The Czechs and Hungarians found that co- 
existence with communism is like getting 
into a cage with a hungry lion; after the 
lion has eaten the man, they lie down and 
coexist in peace. Peaceful coexistence means 
Communist conquest without war. In his 
February 1956 report to the 20th con- 
gress. Khrushchev asserted in Aesopian lan- 
guage that peaceful coexistence would lead 
to the victory of world communism » 

Dr< Fred C. Schwarz, in his. testimony be- 
fore the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, has accurately described what the 
Communists mean by peace : "Every act that 
contributes to the Communist conquest is a 
peaceful act. If they take a gun, they take 
a peaceful gun, containing a peaceful bullet, 
and kill you peacefully and put you In a 
peaceful grave. When the Chinese Com- 
munists murder millions, it is an act of 
peace. When the Russian tanks rolled into 
Budapest to butcher and destroy, it was glo- 
rious peace " This is what J. Edgar Hoover 
calls "semantic sabotage/* We cannot nego- 
tiate with the Communists because they in- 
>ist black is white and murder is peaceful 
;o existence. 

5. Summit conferences. Pour experts on 
communism testified before the United 
States House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee on April 30, 1958, that "the Kremlin 
looks upon a summit conference solely as 
another weapon In its program of global con- 
quest/' Dr. David J. Da 111 n, Dr. Anthony T. 
Bo us car en, Dr. James D, Atkinson, and Mr. 
Francis J. McNamara all declared that "in 
seeking an international conference, the pur- 
pose of the Soviet Union Is not to negotiate 
peace but to disarm the West intellectually 
and psychologically," All four consultants 
were in agreement that another summit con- 
ference would constitute "a grave setback for 
the free world."" Other experts have said 
that a summit conference, in Red double- 
talk, means a "submit conference." 

We must bear in mind that the Commun- 
ists have the most deplorable record In all 
history for violation of solemn treaties," 
and that it is the policy of Communists to 
promise anything and to perform nothing 
unless it serves their immediate ends. Just 
as a confirmed alcoholic is not cured by 
being invited to have one more drink, so a 
confirmed treaty breaker is not cured by 
being invited to sign a new treaty. The 
President is therefore right in demanding 
that Communists first demonstrate their 
good faith by complying with their prior 
agreements. Without such evidence of good 
faith, the conference becomes merely a Com- 
munist vehicle for propaganda purposes. 



6, Cultural exchanges. Nikita' Khru- 
shchev's famous report of February 1955 
lists cultural and business exchanges as 
one of those developments which will bring 
about the growing weakness of the United 
States and advance world socialisms On 
June 2, 1957. Khrushchev appeared on 
American television screens and called for a 
wider exchange of cultural delegations. On 
December 22, 1957, the Communist Daily 
Worker declared that perhaps the best 
Christmas present Santa Clans will bring 
America will be the widespread cultural 
exchange of certain Americans with Soviet 
agents coming to this country. 

On January 27, 1958. the Uniteds States 
signed a 2 -year agreement with Soviet Rus- 
sia for the exchange of persons in the cul- 
tural, scientific, technical, and educational 
fields. Matt Cvetlc, former F)BI undercover 
agent who worked with the Communists for 
9 years, said: "Every single delegate from 
Russia or a satellite country with whom I 
ever came in contact myself , while posing 
as a Communist for the FBI, was either a 
member of the Soviet secret police or the 
Soviet espionage apparatus. The primary 
activity of every one of Moscow's cultural 
delegates while in this country is to promote 
the Communist world revolution." E. H. 
Cookrldge, former British secret service 
agent and an authority on Soviet espionage, 
had this to say: "Every Soviet football team, 
every athlete competing at an international 
sport event, Soviet scientists attending a 
congress abroad, the Moscow Bullet per- 
forming in a western capital or a group of 
Soviet artists at a film festival are iirvarjably 
accompanied by special a gen tu of the Soviet 
secret police/' Judge Koberfr Morris, who 
has spent the last 17 ypars intensively 
studying the Communist oon#p'*&c>-; i&ld: 
"In past years of the exchange, cccrei; police 
have passed as farmers, ice skaters, clergy- 
men, and scientists for the purpose Of con- 
ducting espionage operations in this 
country." 

We commend the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars for their brilliant evaluation of the 
program of cultural exchanges with Soviet 
Russia, The VFW said: "The United States 
is losing and Moscow is gaining through 
this program .as it is now operated. * * * 
Moscow obviously wants only those ex- 
changes and contacts which give its trusted 
agents an opportunity to mislead foreigners 
about the Soviet Union. • * ♦ Moscow has 
also used the visitor- exchange program as a 
means of weakening United States security 
regulations." 26 We also commend AFlr-ClO 
President George Meany for his statement 
on cultural exchanges: "No' believer In the 
basic principles of free trade unionism could 
today conceivably desecrate these principles 
by undertaking to visit a country whose 
tyrannical leadership has for the 40 years of 
its existence been the avowed and uncom- 
promising enemy of all human rights/ 1 

cultural Interchange with Soviet Russia Is 
a one-way street. "When Americans go to 
Russia, they speak only through interpreters, 
see only what the Communists want them to 
see and hear only Communist propaganda. 
For examples in the Ukraine, the Soviet Gov- 
ernment built a children's playground over a 
mass grave of thousands of anti -Communists. 
Visitors to Russia, seeing only the -surface, 
come home and report how kind Communists 
are to their children. 

Ivan Pushkar, a Ukrainian Imprisoned in 
slave labor camps in Siberia, testified before 
the House Select Committee on Communist 
Aggression 30 how the Russians would "stage 
these conducted tours for foreigners" with 
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and fakory and fraud/' Henry A. 
Wallace, in a frank article published In 
1952, related that he did not realize during 
his tour of Soviet Russia how the Commu- 
nists were making feverish efforts to hood- 
wink him. Wallace said it was only much 
later that he learned how a Communist 
slave labor camp had been transformed Into 
a show city, with prisoners herded out of 
sight and watch towers torn down, merely to 
deceive the American Vice President. Elinor 
Upper verifies this In her book. Eleven Years 
in Soviet Prison Camps. As a prisoner in a 
slave camp visited by Wallace, she gives an 
Inside account of how American tourists In 
Russia are deceived. 

On the other hand, Communist visitors to 
the United States have been given access 
to our Industrial and agricultural knowhow, 
as well as to some of our scientific and 
military installations. This knowledge has 
been used to strengthen the Communist 
dictatorship in areas where it is weakest, 
such as labor-saving devices and corn- hog 
production. 

7. Recognition of Red China: Diplomatic 
recognition is essential to Communist sub- 
version. The Communist espionage appara- 
tus needs the diplomatic immunity of its 
embassies and consulates to set up spy 
centers. It needs the unbroken seal of the 
diplomatic pouch to transmit orders to Its 
spys and couriers and to receive back their 
reports and microfilmed documents- 
How the Red diplomatic apparatus func- 
tions is described in detail in the report of 
the Canadian Royal Commission 31 which in- 
vestigated code clerk Igor Gouzenko's revela- 
tions, in the Report of the Australian Royal 
Commission M which Investigated Embassy 
Secretary Vladimir Petrov's confession, and 
in the, Senate Internal Security Subcommit- 
tee Investigation of United States Commu- 
nists working for the U. N. 53 conducted by 
Senator Herbert O r Conor, past chairman of 
this committee. 

That Red China will model her tactics 
after the tactics of Soviet Russia, is made 
clear by the statement of premier Chou 
En-lal in the Communist magazine Inter- 
national Affairs: 

"The great Communist Party of China, or- 
ganized by progressive elements of the Chi- 
nese people, was founded and developed 
under the influence of the October Revo- 
lution, and was modeled on the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union/'** 

8. Halt nuclear tests: The current Com- 
munist tactic to get an agreement with the 
West halting nuclear tests Is similar to 
Soviet exploitation of the agreement made at 
Panmunjom not to rearm the North and 
South Koreans with Jet planes and other 
modern weapons. The Soviets promptly 
violated this agreement. Then they violated 
Its inspection clause by refusing to permit 
the neutral inspection team to inspect North 
Korean airfields. 

Most experts agree that the net results of 
the suspension of nuclear tests would be 
that the United States would stop testing 
but that, within the vast* isolated Soviet 
land mass, there would be circumvention of 
the ban on testing. 

The National Academy of Sciences, In a 
report on The Biological Effects of Atomic 
Radiation, said that the United States popu- 
lation is exposed to radiation from the natu- 
ral background of cosmic rays, etc., of about 
4 3 roentgens, and from medical and dental 
X-rays of about 3 roentgens. Nuclear weap- 
ons tests — if continued at the rate of the 
past 5 years would give a probable 30-year 
dose of about 0.1 roentgen. This is less 
than one would get from a radium dial on a 
wrist watch. This report was confirmed by 
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a report to Parliament made by the Medical 
Esse arch Council of Great Britain.** 

9. East- West trader Khrushchev's report 
of February 14, 1958 calls for East- West 
trade; M and this has been part Of tile Com- 
munist line for many years. Foreign trade, 
to a Communist country, Is a means of wag- 
ing cold war. It Is a means of obtaining 
from the outside world the strategic mate- 
rials with which it can arm Itself for world 
conquest. Trading with the Communist 
bloc would he a psychological as well as a 
military defeat for the United States, The 
goods we might sell to the Communist bloc 
will he used against us Just as the superb 
Rolls-Royce jet engines sold to Russia were 
used to power the Mlg-15's against ub in 
Korea. 

In May 1959, Khrushchev sent an 8 -page 
letter to President Eisenhower in which he 
brazenly suggested that the United States 
grant Soviet Russia long* term dollar credits 
in order to finance trade with the United 
States. We would not gain by trading our 
machinery for Soviet I U O's or even Russia's 
raw materials. The Senate Report on the 
'"Accessibility of Strategic; and critical Ma- 
terials" Issued July 9, 1954. shows that the 
Western Hemisphere contains all the 17 
critical and strategic materials needed for 
military security. The answer to the prop- 
aganda for East -West trade is more North - 
South trade, 

10. Propaganda: Communists are spend- 
ing $3 billion a year on propaganda which is 
reaching every city and hamlet In our Na- 
tion. In one day, Communist propaganda 
coming through New York City alone fills 
three large warehouses, and not a single 
piece is labeled "Communist propaganda" as 
required by the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act, This propaganda comes not only from 
Russia, but also from Red China, from Iron 
Curtain countries, and from Western Eu- 
rope. Much additional Red propaganda is 
published in the United States by Commu- 
nist publishers. 

The House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee recently reported: "Propaganda is 
part of a global program which ranks as one 
of the Kremlin's most important instru- 
ments of conquest/' Henry Loom is, former 
Director of the Office of Research and Intel- 
ligence of the United States Information 
Agency, estimated that 25 million persons 
throughout the world are directly engaged 
in disseminating Communist propaganda," 

11. Humiliation; As a dialectical maneu- 
ver In between Its peace offensive and Its 
drive for a summit conference, the Kremlin 
uses the tactic of humiliation. This tactic 
had already been used by the Communists 
on American prisoners In Korea, 

Communists masterminded Insulting dem* 
onstrations all over South America, against 
Vice President Nixon, which included spit- 
ting on him and the throwing of rocks and 
garbage. On July 18, 1958, a, mob of 100,000 
Communists gathered In front of the Amer- 
ican Embassy In Moscow and threw Ink 
bottles and stones which shattered most of 
the windows on the first five floors. All 
spring there was a wave of demonstrations 
against the American information agencies 
in various parts ot the world, with burnings 
of the American libraries. This summer, 
there has been the series of kldnapings of 
American citizens: 9 United States soldiers 
held by East Germany, 9 United States air- 
men shot down in Armenia; and 47 civilians, 
sailors, and marines kidnaped In Cuba. In 
addition, there is an untold number of 
Americans who are being held captive in 
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the Soviet Union. In an interview this 
summer, John Noble, one of the few captives 
who have been released, made this statement 
about American prisoners in Red slave- labor 
camps*- "Every day the Russians taunted 
UB—'If you had a Government in America, 
they'd get you out.' " 

III. HINDSIGHT OF, FORESIGHT? 

On June 17, 1958, when the Soviet news 
agency, Tass, announced the executions of 
former Hungarian Premier Imre Nagy, Gen. 
Pal Maleter, and two other leaders of the 
antUCommunist rebellion of 1950, western 
leaders expressed shock and dismay. General 
Maleter, the hero of~the rebellion, was seized 
by the Soviets when he met with them under 
a flag of truce to negotiate the withdrawal 
of the Red army from Budapest. Nagy and 
his associates were executed, although they 
had received a written guaranty of safe con- 
duct when they left their asylum in the 
Yugoslav Embassy. 

To even the most elementary student of 
Communist history and tactics, these enor- 
mous acts of treachery came as no surprise. 
In March 19*5, 16 top leaders of the Polish 
Government were invited to Moscow for 
negotiations and were promised on the word 
of honor of the Soviet Government, that 
they would have safe conduct. All 16 were 
arrested and then vanished. Nothing was 
heard of any of them until 10 years later, 
when the wife of General Leopold Okulickl 
waa notified of his death 9 years before In a 
Soviet prison « The perfect parallel be- 
tween Soviet betrayal or safe-conduct 
pledges to the Poles in 1945 and to the Hun- 
garians In 1958 should remind Western 
leaders of the old Indian maxim: "Pale face 
cheat red man once, shame on pale face. 
Pale face oh eat red man twice, shame on 
red man." Since the Katyn Forest Massa- 
cre of 1&43, it has been obvious that co- 
existence with communism Is a contradic- 
tion in terms. 

With each succeeding act of Soviet bad 
faith, many western spokesmen express sur- 
prise. When antl -Communists reply, "You 
should have expected this," the politically 
naive make a common rejoinder: "That is 
mere hindsight; no one could have pre- 
dicted that the Communists could be that 
bad." It Is appropriate to point out that 
informed anti-Communists have always 
known and publicly stated that It Is Impos- 
sible to negotiate with international com- 
munism. 

It was not hindsight, it was foresight 
when Secretary of State Bainbridge Colby 
said on August 10, 1920: 

"The existing regime in Russia Is based 
upon the negation of every principle of 
honor and good faith. • • ♦ The responsi- 
ble leaders of the regime have frequently 
and openly boasted that they are willing 
to sign agreements and undertakings with 
foreign powers while not having the slight- 
est intention of observing such undertak- 
ings or carrying out such agreements. * • • 
Upon numerous occasions the responsible 
spokesmen of this power, and Its official 
agencies, have declared that It is their un- 
derstanding that the very existence of Bol- 
shevism In Russia, the maintenance of their 
own rule, depends, and must continue to 
depend, upon the occurrence of revolutions 
In all other great civilized nations, Includ- 
ing the United States, which will overthrow 
and destroy their governments and set up 
Bolshevist rule In their stead. They have 
made it quite plain that they Intend to use 
every means, including, of course, diploma- 
tic agencies, to promote such revolutionary 
movements In other countries. • • * We 
cannot recognize, hold official relations with, 
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or give friendly reception to the agents of 
a government which is determined and 
bound to conspire against our institutions; 
whose diplomats will be the agitators of 
dangerous revolt; whose spokesmen say that 
they sign agreements with no intention of 
keeping them," 33 

It was not hindsight, but foresight when 
Secretary of State Charles Evans Hughes 
stated on March 21, 1923: 

"We are Just as anxious in this Depart- 
ment and in every branch of the adminis- 
tration as you can possibly be, to promote 
peace In the world, to get rid of hatred, to 
have a spirit of mutual understanding,, but 
thfi world we desire is a world not threat- 
ened with the destructive propaganda of the 
Soviet authorities, and one in which there 
will be good faith and the recognition of 
obligations and a sound basis of Interna- 
tional intercourse." « 

It was not hindsight, it was foresight when 
Robert F. Kelley, Chief of the Division of 
Eastern European Affairs in the Department 
of State, wrote in a memorandum dated 
July 27, 1933: 

**The fundamental obstacle In the way of 
the establishment with Russia of the re- 
lations usual between nations in diplomatic 
Intercourse is the world revolutionary aims 
and practices of the rulers of that country. 
It is obvious that, so long as the Communist 
regime continues to carry on In other coun- 
tries activities designed to bring about ulti- 
mately the overthrow of the government 
and Institutions of these countries, the es- 
tablishment of genuine friendly relations be- 
tween Russia and those countries ts out of 
the questions."* 1 

It was not hindsight, It was foresight when 
United States Ambassador to Moscow Laur- 
ence Steinhardt reported^ on June 17, 1941 r 

"My observation of the psychology of the 
individuals who are conducting Soviet for- 
eign policy has long since convinced me that 
they do not and cannot be Induced to re- 
spond to the customary amenities, that it la 
not possible to create 'international good 
will 1 with them, that they will always sacri- 
fice the future in favor of an Immediate 
gain, and that they are not affected by ethi- 
cal or moral considerations nor guided by 
the relationships which are customary be- 
tween individuals of culture and breeding. 
Their psychology recognizes only firmness, 
power and force, and reflects primitive in- 
stincts and reactions entirely devoid of the 
restraints of civilization. I am of the opin- 
ion that they must be dealt with on this 
basis and on this basis alone." « 

Former President Herbert Hoover predicted 
on June 29, 1941: 

"The gargantuan Jest of all history would 
be if we should give aid to Stalin in the 
war. * • • The result would be to spread 
communism over the world. rt 

IV, CURRENT FALLACIES ABOUT COMMUNISM 

So muoh misinformation 1b current about 
communism that it is appropriate to expose 
some of the major fallacies. 

1. "communlern In the . United States Is 
dwindling in power because the party is 
dwindling in nurfibe^s. i, This popular belief 
showa a complete misunderstanding of 
Leninism. Lenin's great contribution to 
communism was his principle of the dedi- 
cated few. He coined the expression "the 
fewer, the better." He originated the party 
of professional revolutionaries subject to 
military discipline. He rejected the idea of 
a popular party, and enunciated the prla* 
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clpie that no one should be given Jrarty 
membership unless be was tinder discipline. 
This Is how Lenin was able to establish com- 
munism with only 17 supporters and to take 
over Russia with only 40.000. 

It Is just as false to measure the strength 
of communism in the United States by com- 
paring the small number ol party members 
with me large number of non- Communists, 
as it wouJd be to measure the seaworthiness 
of a ship by comparing the area of its holes 
with the area of its hull. A few strategically 
placed holes can sink the largest ship. 

The real strength of communism In the- 
United States Is the number of non-Com- 
munist organisations and Individuals who 
will collaborate with the Communists. For 
every Communist Party member, there may 
be 100 non^ Communists who will do the 
work of the Communists. 

The Communists now have 600 fronts. 
In addition .they have "fronts in front of the 
fronts'*. Making use of their fellow travelers 
and dupes, plus their "united front tactic", 
the Communists boast they can have 50,000 
letters on any issue sent to Capitol Hill or 
the White House inside of 12 boms. 

2. "The Communist Party Is just another 
political party/' It has been Indisputably 
established by the hearings of the Sub* 
versive Activities Control Board in 1951 and 
1952, by 20 years of investigation by con- 
gressional committees, and by the prior de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court in Dennis v. 
United States *• and in American Communi- 
cations Association v. Douds** that the 
Communist Party U. 6* A. is not Just a minor 
political party llfce the Prohibition Party, In 
the Dennis case, Chief Justice Vinson rtghtly 
described the Communist Party as "a highly 
organized conspiracy » with rigidly disciplined 
members subject to call when the leaders, 
these petitioners, felt that the time had come 
for action:" 

Like an iceberg, eight- ninths of the Com- 
munist Party has always been underground- 
The crypto-Communists who carry no cards, 
and whose names appear on no party records, 
are the most dangerous Communists. Top 
Communist agents such as Klaus Puchs, Guy 
Burgess, and Donald Maclean never marched 
in . a May day parade, never carried a ham- 
mer and sickle banner, never raised a 
clenched fist at a Red rally. They were 
effective agents because they were always 
underground conspirators, and never above- 
ground. 

3. "Poverty breeds communism/ 1 This Is 
the false "stomach" theory of communism. 
Communism is not a disease caused by an 
empty stomach; it Is a disease of the mind 
and soul. Communism does not originate 
with the poor, the uneducated, the- exploited, 
or the working class. Every major world 
Communist figure who became a Communist 
In a non-Communist country did so as a stu- 
dent intellectual, materialistic in philosophy 
and atheistic in faith. The list of important 
Communist agents who were well-fed stu- 
dent intellectuals includes Marx, Engels, 
Lenin, Stalin, Chou En-lal, Chou Teh, Mao 
Tse-tung, Ho Chi-minb, Alger Hiss, Harry 
Dexter "White, Klaus Fuchs. Julius Rosen - 
berg> Guy Burgess, and Donald Maclean. The 
Communist government of Kerala, demo- 
cratically elected after the Hungarian revolt 
was crushed by Soviet troops, has 11 mem- 
bers; 9 are the sons of Indian aristocrats or 
Intellectuals. 

4. "The only alternative to peaceful co- 
existence Is world war III with nuclear de- 
struction of our cities." The Communists 
do not want to destroy us or our cities. A 
dead man ia useless as a slave laborer. They 
want to take our cities Intact as they cap- 
tured Prague and the giant Skoda munitions 
works. They plan to capture America with 



native Communists, Just as they toot Czechs 
oslovakia with Czechs, China with Chinese, 
Indochina with Indochinese, South Korea 
with Koreans, and almost took. Spain with 
Spaniards^ - 

The ;o£# alternative is not world war in. 
Another5*alternative is a declaration of In- 
dependence for the satellites and oppressed 
peoples of Russia. The Kremlin would not 
embark upon a foreign war If It had or was 
threatened with a strong independence move- 
ment behind the Iron Curtain. The Krem- 
lin remembers that communism came to 
power only because the Czar, and then the 
Kerensky government, insisted on forcing 
the people to fight a lorelgrrVar, The Krem- 
lin remembers that in 1941 the Germans were 
welcomed as liberators, and were hard fought 
only after they failed to act as liberators. 

V. SAFEGUARDING OVR REPUBLIC 

1, Remedial legislation: In his testimony 
before a House Appropriations Subcommit- 
tee on January 16, 1958, J. Edgar Hoover 
said: 

"Crime and subversion have become crit- 
ical challenges due to the mounting suc- 
cess of criminal and subversive elements In 
employing loopholes, technicalities, and de- 
lays in the law to defeat the interests of 
Justice." «■ 

Hoover quoted a Federal Judge who warned 
against "an unfortunate trend of Judicial 
decisions * * * which strain and stretch to 
give the guilty not the same but vastly more 
protection than the law-abiding citizen," ^ 
In his speech to the national convention of 
the American Legion last fall, Hoover warned 
us: 

"It would be the worst kind of folly to 
allow the spy and subversive immunity 
through technical rather than logical inter- 
pretation of the law, while they plot the 
destruction of our democratic form of Gov- 
ernment." 

We urge that careful consideration be 
given to congressional legislation or judi- 
cial construction which will; 

1. Restore to congressional committees the 
right to determine whether the questions 
asked of pro- Communist witnesses are per- 
tinent, 

2. Restore to congressional committees the 
same freedom to investigate Communists and 
pro -Communists that these committees have 
always had to Investigate businessmen and 
labor leaders. 

3. Restore to the States the right to en- 
force their own antlsubverslve laws* 

4. Restore to the Smith Act the provision 
Which makes it a crime to teach or advocate 
the violent overthrow or the Government. 

5. Restore to the Smith Act the meanfng 
of "organize" which Includes organizational 
work done after 1945. so that Communist 
organizers cannot hide behind the statute 
of limitations. 

6. Restore to the executive branch the 
right to determine and to dismiss security 
risks in both sensitive and non sensitive 
positions of the Government, 

7. Restore to the States the right to set 
standards high enough to exclude from pub- 
lic employment and education those who 
refuse to testify about their Communist ac- 
tivities and associates. 

8. Restore to the executive branch the 
right to question aliens awaiting deporta- 
tion about subversive associates and con- 
tacts, and the right to deport aliens who are 
Communists at any time after entering the 
United States. 

9* Restore to the executive branch the 
right to deny passports to those who refuse 
to sign a non -Communist affidavit, A 

10. Restore to the States the right to ex- 
clude from the practice of law those who 
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ave been members of the Communist con- 
spiracy or who refuse to testify about Com- 
munist activities. . 

Although 6 years have elapsed since the 
passage of the Internal Security Act, the 
Communists have succeeded In preventing 
its enforcement and in blocking a final Judi- 
cial determination of its constitutionality. 
The April 20, 1953, order of the Subversive 
Activities Control Board, issued after ex- 
haustive hearings and back by scholarly 
documentation, that the Communist Party, 
U. S. A., must comply with said act still 
awaits enforcement. We reassert the views 
stated in the brief we filed in the United 
States Supreme Court in support of this im- 
portant legislation. If any part of this act 
violates the Constitution, the courts should 
so hold and Congress should pass new legis- 
lation or amend the old act to conform to 
constitutional requirements. If It Is con- 
stitutional, the Communist Party and mem- 
bers should not have immunity from its 
security provisions during many years of 
protracted litigation*" 

2. Reevaluate the policy of recognition of 
Soviet Russia and Its satellites: How diplo- 
matic recognition can be used as a weapon 
in the cold war was well stated by House 
Majority Leader John W. McCormack on 
July 13, 1958. when he called for "a sever- 
ance of diplomatic relations with Russia." 
Four American presidents refused to recog- 
nize the Communist Government of Russia, 
and it remained weak and ineffective so 
long as it was unrecognized. Communism 
began to spread through the world as soon 
as the United States extended diplomatic 
recognition in 1933, because, in violation of 
all international morality and even of the 
executive agreement by which recognition 
was extended, 3ovi<?t Russia used her em- 
bassies and. 4orteulAtet> as centers of espion- 
age, subversion, anil propaganda. 

In desttrlbJUlg iihe vecent case Involving the 
Communis epy, bndoif ivanoylch Abel. 
J. Edg^r Hootw tesUfred: 

"I mention thlE case particularly, Mr.' 
Chairman, because toere are some people 
who think that the matter of Soviet es- 
pionage is a thing of the past and no longer 
exists in view of the theme of peaceful co- 
existence the Soviets continue to expound. 
Many of the incidents in the Abel case oc- 
curred in 1957." di 

We must all realize that Communist gov- 
ernments use blackmail, counterfeiting, for- 
gery, kidnaping, lying, mass murder, slav- 
ery, subversion, theft, and treaty-breaking 
as part of their official state policy. It is a 
matter of historical record that the Kremlin 
blackmailed the Allies into concessions dur- 
ing World War II by threatening to sign a 
separate peace with Hitler; that Communist 
governments have counterfeited American 
money and forged American passports; kid- 
naped American citizens and held them for 
ransom; kidnaped 28,000 Creek children in 
the ccuelest mass abduction in modern his- 
tory: murdered 11,000 Polish officers at 
Kat yn Forest/" 6,112 American soldiers whom 
they captured in Korea, M and thousands of 
boys and girls In Hungary, forced millions of 
Polish. Latvian, Lithuanian, Estonian, Czech, 
Hungarian, and Ukrainian citizens to work 
as slave laborers in Siberia; stole 600 tons of 
gold bars worth $700 million from the Gov- 
ernment of Spain in J 936; " destroyed by 



« 341 U, S. 494, 
« 339 U, S, 362, 



49 Hearings on the Department of Justice, 
p. 174, 

« Idem. 



* ? Subversive Activities Control Board, Re- 
port, S. Doc. No. 41, 83d Cong,, 1st sess., April 
23, 1953. 

"Hearings on the Department of Justice, 
op clt., p. i?a. 

4 »U. S. House Katyn Forest Committee, 
Final Report, December 22, 1952. 

** U. S. Senate Committee on Government 
Operations, Permanent Subcommittee ■ on 
Investigations, Korean War Atrocities, Janu- 
ary 11, 1954. 

" National Republic, February 1958, p, 3- 
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subversion the postwar Republics of Bul- 
garia, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, ana Poland; 
and violated 50 of their last 52 treaties. 
* Nothing would slow down the Communist 
line more definitely than If the United 
States were to recognize the necessity of 
treating Soviet Russia as an outlaw and put- 
ting its Rod agents in the same category. It 
would dry up the channels by which Soviet 
Russia spreads Its propaganda* directs its 
espionage, and enforces its discipline on our 
citizens. 

We Invite serious attention to the speech 
of Richard L. Roudebush, commander in 
chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, to 
the national encampment of the VFW on 
August 30, 1957, In which he called on our 
Government to sever diplomatic relations 
with the Soviet Union." Twenty- two State 
conventions of the American Legion have 
also endorsed withdrawal of recognition from 
Soviet Russia. 

It has been claimed that our embassies In 
Communists countries have value as listen- 
ing posts. Evidence Is abundant that 
our embassies provide listening posts only 
for the Communists and not for America ns. 
■ - American diplomats discovered a microphone 
had been hidden for years only a few feet 
from where our Ambassador to Moscow 
Joseph E, Davies dictated his top-secret re- 
ports to Washington. In the American le- 
gation in Communist Hungary , a microphone 
was discovered In the fireplace of the room 
where Cardinal Mindszsnty resides. The 
Communists had a wire recorder on the lega- 
tion roof, 

We should, of course, continue to refuse 
recognition to Red China* and we should 
continue to press for the return of or a satis- 
factory accounting for the 450 American pris- 
oners of war still held by Red China In viola- 
tion of the Korean armistice agreement, as 
called for by House Resolution 292, unani- 
mously passed by the House of Represcnta^ 
tives on July 9, 1957, 

3. Be prepared with a plan of action: One 
of the several lessons we learned from the 
Hungarian rebellion in October, 1956, was 
that the West has no plan of action. The 
Voice of America, Radio Free Europe and 
promises of "liberation " by responsible 
American officials had kept alive the hope 
for freedom. But when the major break- 
through came In Hungary, we had no plan to 
help the freedom fighters. This aid did not 
need to be military, but it did need to be 
prompt. The Rev, Daniel A. Poling, editor 
of the Christian Herald, said in June, 1958: 

** There were 4 days when in the opinion 
I even) of Tito, recognition by the United 
States of the Nagy government would have 
saved the revolution. Nothing more than 
this was required. Red Russia waited until 
she knew we would not act — and then she 
came." * — - - - -- . . 

Similar lost opportunities to administer a 
fatal or crippling blow to world communism, 
were the occasions of Stalin's death, and the 
Poanam and the East German rebellions. 
Each opportunity was muffed by the West 
because we had no plan. 

Had our leaders understood the Commu- 
nist dialectic, they would have known that 
we could have intervened to aid the Hun- 
garian freedom fighters without running 
any risk of war wfth Russia, It would have 
been un-Marxian an antidialectical for, 
Soviet Russia to have fought the United 
States over the issue of freedom for Hun- 
gary, On the other hand, It was a dialecti- 
cal advance for Soviet Russia to fight little 
Hungary, because— while going backward in 
world opinion over Hungary itself, it went 
forward in proving that the West Will not 
heed anti-Communist pleas for help, and 



^ VFW, Guardpost for Freedom, October 1, 
1957. 



that Communist nations aid each other t but 
anti-Communists must fight alone. 

4. Study communism: In 19S7, Pope Pius 
XI asked a searching question about com- 
munism; 

"How is it possible that such a system, 
long since rejected scientifically and now 
proved erroneous by experience, how is it. 
we ask, that such a system could spread so 
rapidly in all parts of the world?" 

He answered his own question in these 
words: VThe explanation lies in the fact 
that too few have been able to grasp the 
nature of communism." 

Twenty-one years later, an additional 
750 million human beings have been swept 
behind the Iron Curtain. But it is unfor- 
tunately still true that all too few people 
understand what communism is. Last year, 
our committee reported : 

"The greatest asset the Communists have 
at the present time is not the hydrogen 
bomb, certainly not Soviet satellites, but 
world ignorance of their tactics, strategy a^id 
objectives. 1 * 

When our enemy was Nazi Germany, our 
Government and military leaders studied 
every detail of the enemy and his strategy. 
One of the great generals of the European 
campaign was George 5, Pat ton. Early in 
World War II. when the Germans were ad- 
vancing, General Pat ton was asked one day 
if he wacn't discouraged. His answer was 
precise: 

"I have studied the German for 40 years. 
T have read the memoirs of his great men, 
I have studied every detail of all his mili- 
tary campaigns. I have attended some of 
his staff courses* I know exactly how he will 
react under any given set of circumstances. 
He does not know what I will do. For this 
reason, when the time comes, I shall beat 
the hell out of him." 

And this, he did. 

We can no more save our Republic from 
communism merely by saying we are against 
communism, than parents can save their 
children from polio by fervently being 
against polio. To conquer any disease re- 
quires intelligent stud* to isolate the germ 
and discover the vacefne. As the number- 
one killer in the world today, communism 
is a disease which merits our urgent study. 

APPENDIX RBCOMMENPED READING 

Books play a vitally important part in the 
history of government and economics. One 
need only mention Das Kapltal, The Wealth 
of Nations, Uncle Tom/s Cabin, and the 
Federalist Papers to be reminded that books 
have started wars, changed the economy of 
great nations, and established new govern- 
ments. 

A number of books published during the 
past year by some of tJhe world's top experts 
on communism testify to the overriding im- 
portance of the Comrnunist issue, and to the 
unhappy reality that the United States is 
losing the battle against international com- 
munism. A study of the following books 
and reports could halt the rising tide of 
world communism. 

1. Congressional committee hearings and 
reports: For 20 years the House Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee has been patiently 
Investigating the Communist conspiracy. 
The reports of its hearings, and those of its 
Senate counterpart, the Internal Security 
-Subcommittee, are an encyclopedia of in- 
formation on this continuing- conspiracy. 
The abuse which has been heaped upon 
these committees by the Communists and 
their fronts is itself an attestation of the 
value of these reports. 

2. Masters of deceit: The Story of Com- 
Imunism in America and How To Fight It 
{by FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover {Henry 
iHolt and Co., New York, 1958, $5). Mr. 
[Hoover's preeminence as an authority on 
Jcommunism is unchallenged, This book 



provides us with a valuable primer on com- 
munism in the United States: its history, 
strategy, membership and future. He de- 
scribes the day-to-day operations of the 
Communist Party, what goes on under- 
ground, and how discipline is enforced. He 
shatters many anti-anti -Communist argu- 
ments and shows why this is no time for 
complacency regarding internal subversion. 

3. No Wonder We Are Losing by Judge 
Robert Morris (The Bookmaker* Hew York. 
1958, $2.50). Judge Morris has put into 
this book his personal record of 17 years* 
investigation of communism on behalf of 
the New York State Legislature, Naval In- 
telligence, and as chief counsel for the Sen- 
ate Internal Security Subcommittee. Par- 
ticularly important chapters concern the 
famous hearings on the Institute of Pacific 
Relations, communism's reach' into educa- 
tion, and methods and rules of congressional 
committees. 

4. I.. Was a Slave in Russia, by John H. 
Noble (Devin- Adair Co., New York, 1958, 
$3.75). The author, an American citizen, 
was captured by the Russians just after V-E 
Day in 1945 and held prisoner for 9 years. 
2n this book, he tells of his shocking experi- 
ences as a slave laborer in Siberia; of other 
Americans who are still there; and of the 
millions of political prisoners and how they 
are treated. This book is especially useful 
for those Who believe in summit conferences 
and cultural exchanges with the Commu- 
nists. 

5. Communits Psychological Warfare: Con- 
sultation with Edward Hunter, by the United 
States House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee (U. S. Government Printing Office, 
March 13, 1958). In 25 pages of testimony 
under questioning by Staff Director Richard 
Arena, Edward Hunter gives a brilliant analy- 
sis of current Communist strategy and how 
U follows here the pattern so successful in 
Asia. A distinguished journalist, author, 
and expert on communism in the Par East, 
Mr. Hunter is the originator of the term 
" brainwash ing." In this report, he warns 
that Communist psychological warfare is 
now winning such extensive victories in the 
United States that the Red bloc will not 
need to employ direct military force against? 
us in order to win the total war which they 
are waging. 

6. International Communism: Consul ta^ 
tion with Dr, Fred C. Schwarz by the United 
States House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee {U. S, Government Printing Office, 
May 29, 1957). Dr. Schwarz Is an Australian 
psychiatrist who is one of the world's top 
authorities on communism, particularly on 
the Communist mind. In this testimony. 
Dr. Schwarz gives his expert diagnosis, prog- 
nosis, and recommended treatment for the 
disease of communism. He shows how the 
first- step-in^ the -Communist conquest of 
every country is the ideological conquest of 
the student mind. 

7. A Guide to An ti- Communist Action, by 
Dr. Anthony T. Bouscaren (Henry Regnery 
Co., Chicago; 1958, $4). Dr. Bouscaren is the 
author of a number of authoritative works 
In the field of international Communist op-» 
erations. He is a professor of political sci- 
ence at Marquette University, Milwaukee, 
Wis., and is currently teaching at the Na- 
tional War College, In Washington, D. C. 
This book provides specific answers to tho 
question of how individual Americans can 
combat communism with knowledge and 
facts. 



TRIBUTE TO SENATOR WILLIAM F. 
KNOWLAND, OP CALIFORNIA 
Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, as we 
approach the close of the 2d session of 
the 85th Congress it is fitting to pay 
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TolsonSfL 
r. BelmtfoL^ 

Mr. Mojhr, 
Mr. Nea^ 
Mr. Parsa 
Mr. Rosen* 
Mr. Tamm... 
li>lrf«>tte: 

Millivari 

Mr. Holloman _ 





Mr. Cyrus Eaton 
Chesapeake & Ohio Rrd. 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Dear Sir: 



Although you tell the press that you answer all of the 
thousands of letters that reach you, 

YOU DON'T ANSWER ME. 

Again I send you a clipping, this time from 4 'International 
Affairs' 1 of Moscow. Your statement that the Soviet "Government speaks 
in the name of all the people" while the American Government does not, 
seems to confirm my impression that you are not a Communist, but just 
a man with a, bad memory. 

^ You seem to have forgotten that the last free election in 

Rizssia was held in December 1917. In the Assembly then elected the Bol- 
sheviks were in the minority, so they dispersed it at bayonet point. 





Did Khrushchev explain to you why the U.S.S.R., whose 
ulation was 169*4 million in 1914, when the population of the U.S.A. was«,9,7 
million (Lenin's figures from 1 'Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capital- 
ism'**), increased to only 200.2 million last year (18%), while the U.S.A. 
increased to 175 million (80%)? Pasternak in "Dr. Zhivago" hints at 
what happened to the missing 105 million Russians. 



1 



C 

I 



Because you act just like a stupid capitalist, it seems impos- 
sible to me that either you, or your wife, or your secretary, could be Com- 
munists. Yet the Reds published you in their "International Affairs," other- 
wise filled with solid Red propaganda. Why? 




Sincerely, 



A 




41959 



Alfred Kohlberg 
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CYRUS EATON: 

"Tfc affliltol Strte* Must-Abandon 'tha Bit Stick" 




Mr. Cyrus Eaton, prominent American/ indus : 
trialist and public figure from Cleveland, Ohio, 
during his stay, in the Soviet Union met mem- 
bers of the editorial staff of our journal and 'had 
a talk with them, Mr. Eaton is" known in the 
United States and elsewhere, our countryiri- 
cluded, for his energetic activities on behalf of 
peace and in favour of peaceful co-existence of 
the two social and economic systems/ Our reald- 
ers will recall that in reply to the question about 
the significance of the Soviet Union's unilateral 
discontinuation of nuclear weapons tests, put. by. 
our journal to a number of scientists" and public 
men, Mr, Eaton expressed the conviction that the 
American public at large would "ultimately per- 
suade our [i.e., American— Ed.] slower -moving 
statesmen to seek a workable accommodation be- 
tween your country and mine". 1 Mr. and Mrs. 
Eaton took an active part inorganizing two in- 
ternational conferences of scientists, (in July 
1957 and April 1958) which discussed the danger 
associated, with the nuclear arms race and the 
ways to lessen this danger. These conferences 
were arranged at Mr. Eaton's estate in Pugwash, 
Canada. One of the purposes of his present visit 
to Europe was to prepare and attend a third con- 
ference of this kind, which opened, in Austria on 
September 14. 

Mrs. - Eat on and Mr. Eaton's secretary, 
Mr S ca dmon. took part in th_e_£Q nversation . 

At cur request Mr. Eaton gave his views about 
the prospects of peaceful co-existence. 

"We need peace," he said, *T am convinced 
that the peoples of the Soviet Union want peace. 
I am also convinced that the leaders of your 
Government want peace. Peace is likewise want- 
ed by the American people— farmers, workers, 
representatives of business in the broad sense of 
this word, scientists-— in brief, everyone who is 
'usually called the Average American'." 

Mr. Eaton said that there was much misun- 
derstanding in the United States' as regards the 
Soviet Union. To begin with, the average Amer* 
ican does not realize the huge si2e of the 
US.SJ?., a country with a territory three times 
greater than that 1 of the United States. Further 
more, the average American is not aware in full 
measure of the great efforts exerted by the So- 
viet Union in the spheres of science and tech- 
nology, 

> See International Affairs, No. 5, 1958, p. 62. 



"This is our third day in your country/' he con- 
tinued. "But the scientific and technical progress 
here is so striking that it is impossible not to 
notice it. Mrs. Eaton has cabled an article about 
our first impressions, written at the request of 
the Cleveland Press. With her permission I would 
like to cite two examples of which she wrote. 
Moreover, we know that these' are only two exam- 
ples from among very-many.'" 

The first example mentioned by Mr, Eaton was 
the Soviet jet airliner which had brought passen- 
ger's, to Moscow -from Copenhagen, a distance of 
close on 1,000 miles, in about two hours. The 
second example' was the Soviet sputniks. 

"Since in the United States scientists are more 
prone to concentrate on the applied branches of 
knowledge I speak in the first place about the 
practical aspect of science. And 1 think it is our 
duty,, the duty of businessmen, leaders of Amer- 
ican industry, to tell the people of the Uniied 
States about the tremendous progress made by 
the Soviet Union in thjs field. We must not, how- 
ever, forget that such progress is to be observed 
here not only in technology and applied science, 
not only in industry, but literally in all spheres 
of science and culture, in the spiritual life of the 
Soviet people. In this category come the,theatre, 
cinema, literature and the fine arts. Ail this 
should be known to the American people/' 

To know more about each other^this, in the 
opinion of Mr. Eaton, is an important prerequi- 
site for mutual understanding and concord, tie 
expressed the wish that Soviet people should 
think of the average American as a man who is 
not narrow-minded in his approach to things, 
loves his country and wants .peace. Such, he 
stressed, are the sentiments of the people of the 
United- States. - - - ■ - ,. ... - — 
" ' "I naturally realize/* he continued, "that a 
number of unfortunate statements by American 
government leaders could give the Soviet people 
grounds for thinking otherwise, for getting an 
entirely different impression. But it should be 
borne in mind that in the United States the Gov- 
ernment is the Government and the people are 
the people. Jt must be said that the American 
system is extremely clumsy and cumbersome 
when it comes to resolving critical international 
questions." 

Mr. Eaton told us what, in his opinion, con- 
stitutes the American people. He enumerated 
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CYRUS EATON'S INTERVIEW 

those groups which, in his view, should be re- 
garded as primary factors. There are, he said, 
four such groups: the farmers, the working class 
headed by trade union leaders, the industrialists 
'and the scientists. It is to them, to the masses, of 
the American people, that Mr. Eaton attaches 
great importance, as distinct from the politi- 
cians, "in various administrative agencies of the 
United States, there are often men," -Mr. Eaton 
pointed out, "who shout loudest merely to make 
themselves heard by others. These men do not 
represent the American people."- ■■ ' . ' '-; 

'i n the Soviet Union," Mr. Eaton continued, 
"the Government speaks m the name ot all the 
people. In the United States this is not the ca se- 
It does not speak in the name of the people. . 
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In the United States, according to Mr. Eaton, 
there is hardly a man who. could assert that he 
speaks- on -beha If^QM4ie^nUne^ca^ 
ical leader has no more.right to claim this than 
he, Mr. Eaton, has himself, who is a represent; 
ative of business circles. At this point Mr. Eaton 
said the view should be discarded-that the busi- 
nessman is necessarily a bad, evil-minded per- 
son who wants war under all circumstances ' be- 
cause he can make money on war orders. , He 
referred to the example of Andrew Carnegie who 
founded the United States Steel - Corporation; 
according to Mr. Eaton, Carnegie spent a con- 
siderable part of his fortune /'for the .establish- 
ment of peace on earth", . True, as Mr. Eaton 
himself said, the First World War blasted Car- 
negie's hopes. j 

'The farmers, workers and their leaders, in- 
dustrialists and scientists—here are the constant 
elements of American society which, I think, will 
preserve their influence in the next century/ 1 
Mr. Eaton added; He said he was ready to crit- 
icize, and criticize sharply, some actions of the 
U.S, Government and expressed the conviction 
that such criticism by the public would lead ,to 
constructive results. He qualified the actions of 
the U.S. Administration he mentioned as lacking 
in wisdom. 

- -I-was- born in. Canada. I came.to.,theJJnited_ 
States 58 years ago. At that time the United 
States had no enemies. Now, regrettable as it is, 
the United States has many enemies and, . I take 
it, this is explained by the lack of wisdom, among 
some American political leaders," 
Mr; Eaton continued: 

"The United States of America and the Soviet 
Union are the two most powerful countries in 



the world, the two most powerful states which 
have ever existed. We can do each^.other much 
good and bring great boons 'toalTrhankind. And, 
. on the other hand, we could inflict on each other 
damage which might be irreparable. Let us be 
friends, let iis work together. As for myself, I 
will use all my influence in farmer, trade union, 
business and political circles to promote .friend- 
ship between our peoples." , 

In the opinion of Mr. Eaton, sincerity and recip- 
rocal, tolerance are of considerable importance 
in -creating a climate of mutual % understanding 
and friendliness. He remarked that' this was nec- 
essary to enable "both sides to play ball". 

Replying, to a question,' Mr. Eaton stressed the 
great positive role which could be played by the 
normalization and broad development of econom- 
ic relations between the United States and the 
Soviet Union,, as' proposed by the 'Soviet Gov- 
^fnWntT)Ti.-June-27^1958. \- - , : _ :. 

'i think that this proposal, should be put into 
effect at once, and on the .broadest 'scale. I as- 
sume I. could be helpful in this matter," 

Mr. S c admon ask ed Mr . Eaton t" specity 
whether he had in mind the ^oviet prop osal on 
credilslor t h e ^ov7erTJnioh7 — 
■ - ' This is exactly w hat I have in mind, cre dits 
are the thi ng/' he"7epi]ed~ - . ■ 

"In the United States there are men who shout 
at the top of their voices that the Soviet Union 
wants to turn the United States" into" a Socialist 
country: It is important to show that the Soviet 
Union is not planning either by force or by prop- 
aganda to change the economic system in the 

United States. can argue whether it is good 
or bad, but -I am convinced that our system will 

-be preserved Tor. a long time. As for the Soviet 
Union, you hay^ chbsep another system, the one 
that suits you/' : 

Mr. Eaton .noted that the Soviet Union pos- 
sesses the art of presenting its viewpoint in a 

.way that gets. across to and., is intelligible to 
world opinion, as distinct from the United States 

. which does not possess this -art In conclusion 

~he _ ;said;" - -* - - 

"it seems to me that the United States makes 
many mistakes in its foreign policy. Specifically, 
we, hold a wrong position, for which there is no : 
justification, as regards that great, country Chi- 
.na. There are still men in, our country who think 
that the big stick is indispensable in politics. 
This, view must be abandoned once and for all."" 
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Mr 

Mr. Mo!i 
Mr. Nea^ 
, Mr. Parse 
Mr. Ros<f 

Mr. Tamra 

Mr. Trotter 

Mr. W.CSullWau 
Tele. Room- 
Mr. Holloman— — 1 
Miss Gandy- 
J * 

ARTICLE III. Section 3. 
Treason defined; conviction of. 

1. Treason against the United States^S 
si st only in levying War against them, ojp in adher-yf 
ing to their Enemies, giving them Aid alncl Comfort^ * 
No Person shall be convicted of Treason unless 
the Testimony of two Witnesses to the same overt 
Act, or on Confession in open Court. 



In July 1950, shortly after the beginning of the Korean War, 
my Congressman introduced the enclosed Resolution', which I have now 
modified by the insertion of five words between the lines. 




Shortly thereafter I talked about it to the late Senator 
McCarran, Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee. He was en- 
gaged in preparing for what later was known as the McCarran Act of 
1950, and did not think that any other measure should be allowed to inter- 
fere with its chance of enactment. Since then the climate of opinion in 
the Congress has not seemed favorable to such a Resolution. 
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Now that time and the Supreme Court have emasculated 
the McCarran Act, I timidly submit Representative Gwinn's Resolution 
as modified. Please note that it does not declare the Soviet Union our 
enemy, nor does it require breaking relations with that nation. It really 
makes effective the Roosevelt-Litvinov agreements by which we recog- 
nized the U.S.S.R. in 1933. 

Thus it makes overt activities on behalf of the world Com- 
munist conspiracy TREASON as defined in the Constitution. It has the 
further great advantage of extending a form of amnesty for Communist 
activity prior to the date of adoption. 

With best wishes for a successful session, I submit it for 
your consideration. 




Very sincerely yours, 
Alfred Kohl' 
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

July 20, 1950 

Mr. Gwinn submitted the following resolution ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 



RESOLUTION 

Whereas world communism has avowed its intention to over- 
throw the Government of the United States: Therefore 
be it 

1 Resolved, That th^Communist International, the Comin- 

2 tern, the Cominform, and all their^sections, branches, 

3 affiliates, organizations, subsidiaries, and agents are hereby 

4 declared to be the enemies of the United States, within the 

5 meaning of article III, section 3, of the Constitution of the 

6 United States. 
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THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1955 



IN A REPUBLIC, ALL POLICY MUST BE A FUNCTION Of PUBLIC CONSENT. Wl, TH1 UNDERSIGNED, THEREFORE SUBMIT TO OUR FELLOW-CITIZENS 

A PROGRAM TO GOVERN OUR FOREIGN RELATIONS 



3. The independent sovereignty of the United 
States must forever remain the ultimate objective 
of American foreign policy. This objective can 
best be attained in a peaceful community of free 
and sovereign nations, guided in their relationship 
by minimum standards of law and equity. To this 
end, it is the hope of Americans that govern- 
ments be constituted to derive their lawful 
powers from the consent of the governed, and that 
peoples everywhere enjoy the dignity and free- 



dom which is their grant from the Almighty. 
(2* As such a world develops, should breaches of 
such minimum standards threaten its security, the 
United States would dedicate its leadership and 
its power to enforcing just settlements alone or in 
cooperation with like-minded nations tempo- 
rarily willing to act under its leadership. Under 
other circumstances the U. S. would maintain 
neutrality. 

The greatest present obstacle to the attainment 



of the above stated objectives is the existence of 
the Communist Dictatorship, and its world agen- 
cies. Our aim must be to neutralize, isolate, reduce 
and eventually eliminate Communist Power. This 
policy of firmness does not mean we favor pre- 
ventive war. Nevertheless, our enemies should be 
set on notice that— however grim the prospect— 
we will not shrink from war if the Kremlin forces 
us to choose between conflict and surrender to 
Communist slavery. 



Specifically, we propose that the Government of the United States: 



1b Mobilize the strongest possible 'deterrents to war—military, psychological, political and 
economic. 

2 b Return to those traditional American policies which sustained us in the past, especially: 

a* The policies recommended by President George Washington in his 
Farewell Address, 

b. The Monroe Doctrine* 

c. The Open Door Policy as defined in the Nine Power Treaty of 1922* 

3d Exterminate the Communist conspiracy in the United States. 

4» Withdraw recognition from the Soviet Union and its satellites. 

5 a Employ all measures to sap the economic strength of the Communist World. 

6a Scrupulously observe present military alliances (where such alliances are in truth honored 
by our contracting allies), and form new alliances only for the period of the emergency. 

7« Extend military and economic aid only to cooperating allies. 

8d Wage unremitting psychological warfare against Communist regimes, including aid to 
*e§ertive~mtf-Communist~exilejundergound ontheprincipUs - 

of the Golden Rule. 

da Return to Open Diplomacy, except where military security imposes secrecy. 

10. Oppose all activities which tend towards a world state, super- government, or the transfer 
of decisions for American security and welfare to foreign powers and/ or foreign nationals. 
To this end, press for the expulsion of Communist member-states from the 17. N. Reform 
the U. N. by removing all semblance of a permanent military alliance and separate it from 
its specialized agencies. Amend our Constitution to provide that neither the U. N. Charter t 
nor treaties, nor, covenants, shall supersede it. 

Base American foreign Policy solidly on Moral Law, Patriotism, Enlightened Nationalism 
and the Teachings of Christ. 
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To my Fellow Members of the C.F.R.C. 



* Executive Committee 



Ladies and Gentlemen: 



Certain passages in the President's "State of the Union" 
message of last Friday reminded me so much of our statement of 
foreign objectives and policy recommendations that I cut them 
both out and pasted them opposite each other, as follows: 



Our Statement 



3» The independent sovereignty of the United 
States must forever remain the ultimate objective 
of American foreign policy. This objective can 
best be attained in a peaceful community of free 
and sovereign nations, guided in their relationship 
by minimum standards of law and equity. 

To this 

end, it is the hope of Americans that govern- 
ments be constituted to derive their lawful 
powers from the consent of the governed, and that 
peoples, everywhere enjoy the dignity and free- 
dom which is their grant from the Almighty. 



As such a world develops, should breaches of 
such minimum standards threaten its security, the 
United States would dedicate its leadership and 
its power to enforcing just settlements alone or in 
cooperation with like-minded nations tempo- 
rarily willing to act under its leadership. Under 

other_circurostances~ the ■.- U^-S^would- maintain- 

neutrality. 



^ The greatest present obstacle to the attainment 

of the above stated objectives is the existence of 
the Communist Dictatorship, and its world agen- 
cies. Our aim must be to neutralize, isolate, reduce 
and eventually eliminate Communist Power. 



• 4 ■ Sir 



The President's Speech 



I thinic most of ua would 
agree America is best described 
by ope word— freedom. 



America's security can be as- 
sumed only within a world com- 
munity of strong, stable, inde- 
pendent nations, in which the 
concepts of freedom, justice and 
human freedom can flourish. 

One of the fundamental com 
cepts of our constitutional sys* 
tern is that it guarantees t* 
every individual, regardless of 
race, religion, or national ort* 
gin, the equal protection of th# 
laws. 



As never 

before, the world knows tfce 
human and material costs of 
war and seeks to replace force 
with a genuine rule of law 
among nation a. to the 

end that the rule of law may 
replace the rule of force in the* 
-affairs ~of ^natIonsr~Measurel~ 
toward this end will be pro* 
posed later, including a re-exam* 
ination of our own relation to 
the International Court of Jus- 
tice. 



Marxist scripture is 
not new; j ts basic objective 
is dictatorship, old as history. 

There can be no such thing 
as Fortress America. If eyer we 
were reduced to the isolation 
implied by that term we would 
occupy a prison, not a fortress. 



lie Base American Foreign Policy solidly on Moral Law, 
Patriotism, Enlightened Nationalism and the Teachings o[ Christ. 



If we make ourselves worthy 
of America's ideals, if we dQ 
not forget that our nation was 
founded on the premise that all 
men are creatures of God's mak- 
ing; 



Let us hope for the day when our entire Program will be- *' 
come official. . 



all information Stained 
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Wishing you a Happy 1959, 

Sincerely, 



sincerely, K 
Alf r Id Kohlbe^"^ "* 
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Alfred Kohlber< 

I WEST 370! STREET 

New York is, NLY. 



To the Members of the 86th Congress 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 



I enclose photo offset copy of letter from President Ganial 
Abdel Nasser of the United Arab Republic, received last Friday. To£pfcKt) 
have attached a condensed summary of President Nasser's letter, made 
by me, paragraph by paragraph. 




President Nasser's letter is in answer to a letter from me 
warning of the dangers of collaboration with Communists, I told him of 
David Dubinsky's warning to John L. Lewis of Communists in the C.I.O. in 
1938, and of Lewis' reply that they were like the duck hunter's dogs--us ; ed 
to bring in the ducks in return for a pat on the head. I then told of Dubin- 
sky's phone call to Lewis when the latter was finally forced out of the C.I.O, 
in 1940, during the Hitler Stalin pact period, and Dubinsky's question: "Joh 
who got the ducks ? " 

Though I cannot accept President Nasser's belief in the dis- 
interestedness of Communist aid, and regret his misunderstanding of 
American intentions, I am especially interested in Paragraph 3 on page 2 
where he reports Soviet aid in spite of his ban on the Communist Party in 
the U.A.R. 

. . Why cannot we follow that example here? Ban the Communi 

I Parity, and put teeth in it by making overt activity on behalf of World Com- 
munism constitutionally treasonable, as we all know it to be ? 



To this end I again submit for your consideration copy of Re- 
solution (altered by me) introduced by Rep. Gwinn in 1950. 




ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
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Very sincerely yours, 




Alfred Kohiberg -^^^^^ 

20 MAR 17 1959 



58 MAR 2 0 1953 




U.A.R. 



Cairo . 2.1959 



Mr. Alfred Kohlberg 
West 37th. Street, 
New York 18, N.y. 



0 

Dear Mr # A. Kohlberg, 

National movement in Asia and Africa are direc- 
ted against liberation from exploiting foreign dominion 
in the interest of national^sovereignty and economy. It 
is calculated with a view to emancipating the African 
and Asiatic citizen, long subjected to bondage and 
exploitation at the handf of colonialists. 

The inadequacy of the present possibilities in 
Afro-Asiatic States fostered a sense of solidarity and 
collaboration in the interest of stabilising this auto- 
nomy through the increasing activity of economy and 
commerce . 

This deters the sort of exploitation managed 
through the investment of foreign capital and the popu- 
larization of foreign cultures calculated with a view 
to bringing up a generation of divided loyalties, distrus- 
tful of himself and his nation. 

We believe that the battle waged by liberty 
against colonialism and dominion is one integrated and 
unified battle despite different battlefields and no 
possible guarantee for the future security of the Afro- 
Asiatic States, so long as foreign dominion is closely 
and tightly on the scene. 

That is why we are determined to give ourselves 
devotedly to the role, we are destined to fulfil in this 
battle for the liberation of Africa and Asia from the ' 
exploiting forces, which deny us our liberty, independence 
and equality. 



.♦./2 
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But in doing so we are not passing from one yoke 
into another. This is evidenced by the fact explicably 
and repeatedly stated that our policy is one of positive 
neutrality imerging from our free conscience weaving our 
web of international relations on the basis of equality 
and mutual benefit. 

The real ganger which threatens the Arab World 
and the future of Africa and Asia, does not come from 
resurgent rationalities or liberation movements in this 
area, but from the policy persued by the United States, 
which has always adopted hostile policy to national in- 
terests and aspirations since the period of Truman - a 
policy that was throughout designed against national 
movements, supporting imperialism materially and morally 
to the extent which made us suspicious of that policy 
as one concomitant with the sinister practices of colon- 
ialists and their actions* 



As regards the U.8.S.R., it has always backed 
resurgent nationalities and liberation movements morally 
and materially - in the latter respect almost uncondi- 
tionally* Would not this a nobler attitude commendable 
enough? But in no sense do we allow the U.S.S.R. the 
least^shadow in the exercise of our national sovereignty 
Russia is even conscious of our further reaches - that 
communism is banned in our country, imprisons to the 
essentials of our social structure. 

I hope you will be much more objective in your 
estimate of facts.v The popularity enjoyed here by the 
East resulted from an unjust treatment and misdirected 
policy from the States. 

II You have it in you, should you care to think it 
over deeply". So runs the golden verse. 



Yours sincerely 



Gamal Abdel-k&asser 
President of the United Arab Republic 
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Paragraph by Paragraph Summary by Alfred Kohlberg of Letter of President Nasser 
of Feb, 24, 1959 : 

PAGE 1 

Par. 1 - Nationalism in Asia and Africa is directed against foreign domination and in 
favor of both national sovereignty and economy. Its purpose is to emanci- 
pate the African and Asian citizen. 

Par. 2 - Mutual inadequacies in Afro-Asiatic States have produced collaboration for 
increasing economic and commercial autonomy. 

Par. 3 - This prevents exploitation by foreign investment and foreign cultural infil- 
tration, both calculated to produce citizens of divided cultures and loyalties. 

Par. 4 - The battle against colonialism is the same everywhere and is the only guar- 
antee against foreign dominion and for future security. 

Par. 5 - Thus we devote ourselves to the common struggle for liberty, independence 
and equality. 

PAGE 2 

Par. 1 - But we have no intention of accepting another domination in place of the one 
we reject. This is made clear by our policy of positive neutrality. 

Par. 2 - The real danger which threatens the Arab world comes from the policy of the 
United States which has been hostile to our national interests since the period 
of Truman— a policy against nationalism and in favor of imperialism. 

Par. 3 - The U.S.S.R. has always backed National Liberation movements morally and 
materially. Its material aid has been without strings. Noble as this is we 
allow no shadow of Soviet influence over our National sovereignty. Russia 
is fully conscious that this even reaches to the banning of Communism in our 
country. 

Par. 4-1 hope your attitude will become more objective in judging the facts. The pop- 
ularity of the East in my country stems from the faulty policies and unfair 
treatment of the United States. 

Par. 5 - 4 'You have it in you, should you care to think it over deeply. 1 ' So runs the 
golden verse. 
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H. RES. 730 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

July 20, 1950 

Mr. Gwink submitted the following resolution ; which"was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 



RESOLUTION 

Whereas world communism has avowed its intention to over- 
throw the Government of the United States: Therefore 
be it 

Wo U Ci *m ihvUft ist AW'KeWt^ tKe 

1 Resolved, That th^ommunist International, the Comin- 

2 tern, the Cominfonn, and all thefr^sections, branches, 

3 affiliates, organizations, subsidiaries, and agents are hereby 

4 declared to be the enemies of the United States, within the 

5 meaning of article III, section 3, of the Constitution of the 

6 Uiiited States. 
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The Editor 
Dear Sir: 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERE! a lo ^ } ,;-A;;^riED 



Mr, Louis F. Budenz, the theoretician on Communism and former 
managing editor of the DAILY WORKER, has, called my attention to a book re- 
view in NEW TIMES, the official Moscow- weekly. This article reviews Graham 
Greene's "Our Man in Havana" which is now being made into a movie starring 
Alec Guinness. The sceties laid in Havana have already been shot. /The picture 
is now being completed in England. 

The reviewer, Boris Isakov, finds a similarity between Charlie Chap- 
lin's pro-Communist view of the w'orld and that of Graham Greene. He- even 
questions Graham Greene's Catholicism, 

V 

In any case, in this official Communist weekly he puts the stamp of 
approval on "Our Man in Havana" and plainly tells the Communist faithful to 
get behind the book and the picture. Greene's "Quiet American," he says,, has 
sold out several editions in Russia. 

It will be interesting to watch the reception given "Our Man in Havana" * 
when it appears on the American screen. Pho%o offset of Isakov 's review is en- // 
closed. ^ 



Very truly yours, 



Jgf Alfred kohlberg 
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BOOK REVIEWS 




n in Havana" 



ZAKOV I/, , 



FOR FIFTY years a pathetic little man^with a black 
moustache and shuffling feet has been making 
his triumphant progress through the world, a battered 
bowler on his head and a walking-stick in his hands. 
He is poor, often comical, at times absurd, yet for all 
that he is felt to be a symbol of humanism, of truth 
and justice, of friendship, goodness and loyalty. 

I am digressing from my subject, but when reading 
Graham Greene's new book* one just cannot help 
thinking of Chaplin. Not that Greene's book is a 
"Chaplinesque" piece in any obvious sense. It is not 
a matter of external resemblance, but of an intimate 
inner' affinity, of a similarity of attitude to the 
surrounding world. As with Chaplin, sadness is 
intertwined in Greene's book with irony, and the 
sudden twists and paradoxes of the plot serve to af- 
firm the moral qualities that have made Chaplin's 
hero beloved of so many generations. Not for. nothing 
has Greene picked as the epigraph to his book the 
George Herbert line "And the sad man is cock of all 
his jests," just as it is no thing of chance that his 
Wormold and Beatrice, little, defenceless people, rebels 
against the attempt to make them share in preparations 
for another war. 

A prominent figure in contemporary English letters, 
Graham Greene has won added acclaim in recent 
years by his "Quiet American." Here in .the Soviet 
Union too, several editions of the book have been sold 
out. The Soviet reader appreciates it both as fine writ- 
ing and because one feels in it the throbbing pulse of 
the times: the author has not been afraid to touch on 
the burning problems of our day. 

The same can be said of "Our Man in Havana." 
This book is written in a different manner from 
"The Quiet American." Greene himself describes it as 
"An Entertainment." Entertaining as it is, however, 
that does not seem an accurate description: the book 
could sooner be called a political satire, or an expose 
of mores, or even a detective story. Perhaps Greene is 
evolving a new form of his own, for which the litera- 
ry scholars will have to find a name. What's certain 
is that "Our Man in Havana" is a gripping book, arid 
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* Graham Greene, '"Our Man in Havana." London, 
Heinemann, 1958. . (A Russian edition will come off the 
press shortly.) 
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a political, novel very much of the present day. There 
lives in it the spirit of this unquiex age, an age of 
decisive struggle between the plotters of another 
"global" war and the vast majority of the human 
race, whose overnojng desire is peace. In the countries 
victim to an artificially whipped-up war hysteria, the 
common man is never free today of fear and anxiety 
for his loved ones. Often he still does not know What 
to do, but he is fed to the teeth with the cold war and 
its perpetual threat of a shooting war, is sick of the 
ministers', diplomats', generals' talk of detending 
fi Western civilization' 1 and "the free world. V 

Let me say at once: on some points Granam Greene 
does not think as we do; but he is honest, fearless and 
wants to look the truth in the face. And that brings 
him to the only choice possible for any thinking man 
in face of the cardinal issue: peaceful co-existence or 
a drifting towards "global" war. 

This time too Greene lays his scene in. a country 
whose people are battling against their oppressors. In 
''The Quiet American" it was yiet-Nam. during the 
liberation war agajnst the imperialists. Jn "Our .Man in 
Havana" it is Cuba during the civil war that, only a 
few months after the book appeared, overthrew the 
bloody regime of the American puppet Batista. True, 
the author does not set out to picture the Cuban 
people's fight; Cuba is for him only the scene, the 
events there only a background. 

Graham Greene is' fameci as a story-teller, a master 
of the swift-moving plot Among his many books are 
detective novels, written according to all the external 
laws of that form; and in this field too he writes with 
the distinction of true talent, far excelling such adepts 
at the thriller as, Agatha Christie or Dorothy Sayers. 
At the same time, however (and that I s where the 
detective stories, of a, real writer like, Greene differ 
from the rest p{ them), the people in. his books, really 
live, suffer, think and wrestle with the big problems 
of the times. 

The hero of "Our Man in. Havana " Jaines, dermoid, 
is a middle-aged Englishman, the Havana representa^ 
tive of a yacuum^cleaner firm. He lives amid the daily 
Worries that beset every little man in the West, His 
desires are simple-rtq chat With ah old friend, to read" 
a. book he likes, tq have his morning and evening 
drink; but the niain thing in his life is his daughter 
MiUy, whom* he has raised alone since her mother ran 
off with a rich American tourist, and has incidentally 
spoiled a good deal. Milly at seventeen gives her 
father plenty of trouble, pouting for things which he 
with his modest means cannot always afford. Business 
in vacuum cleaners is bad—in the troubled country, 
the electricity is very uncertain and nobody wants to 
buy electric appliances. 



Then one day Wormold Is sought out by the British 
Secret Service emissary Hawthorne, who is setting up 
a network jn the Caribbean. Hawthorne and his chiefs 
need to have a man in Havana. Wormold has not the 
slightest desire to be a spy, but Hawthorne overbears 
him and literally forces his instructions and money 
upon him. So the quiet vacuum-cleaner salesman 
becomes Agent 59200/5. Henceforth he is "Our Man 
:n Havana." 

After that, one would expect the usual spy story. 
3ut Oraham Greene turns everything inside out. What 
he follows is not conventional plot-logic, but the 
realities of character; truthfully, with deep insight, he 
depicts how an ordinary man might behave. 

I am not going to retell Greene's story and rob the 
reader of enjoyment in reading, the book. But I do 
wane to mention one point which brings out something 
very characteristic of the Western political atmosphere 
these days. I mean the reasons that made the British 
Secret Service chiefs, whom Greene so expressively 
depicts, not only believe the fantastic mystifications 
of "59200/5" but develop them i fit them into a conve- 
nient conception, inflate them. 

After all, Wermold's stunt with the drawings is very 
naive; it would be bound, one would think, to lead to 
his immediate exposure. How could any reasonable 
person seriously take the drawings of a vacuum cleaner 
for the latest development in "super-atomic" weapons? 

But the Western Big Brass are obsessed with fear. 
The big, rich capitalist states accustomed to dictate to 
"small" countries today possess costly atomic and hy- 
drogen bombs. But, one can picture these people think- 
ing, why should it not be possible for science, of which 
they know nothing, to produce some even more devas- 
tating weapon, and in a form that will be within the 
reach of any small 'country? And if such a weapon has 
been produced, suppose it alters the power relation? 

With the atomites all the time is a sense of doom; 
and, intensified by their fear of the peoples, it creates 
the atmosphere in which a naive stunt like Wormold's 
develops as a tragic farce, a "Chaplinesque" ' piece 
that comes to cost human lives. And in the middle of 
laughing at Greene's book, with its irresistible humour, 
you suddenlyngo^coldr You lay We^book"aside~and - catch 
yourself -thinking that men who take fright at vacuum- 
cleaner drawings can push the world over the brink in 
terror of the latest chimera conjured up by their 
cowardice. Not for nothing has a northern people the 
saying that there is no beast more terrible than the 
rabbit— when frightened, it can kill. 

But then you take up the book again, and the beha- 
viour of the ordinary people in it reassures you. And 
when you put it down you share the author's convic- 
tion—nowhere formulated, it is true, but clearly ex- 
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pressed all the same—that mankind will be able to say 

"no" to war. 

Like Fowler in "The Quiet American," Wormold 
wants to keep out of politics, wants the stormy events 
of the age to pass him by. But the events draw him 
irresistibly into their vortex and non-involvement be- 
comes impossible. Like Fowler, he in the end makes 
up his mind to mete out justice, destroying one of 
those who have blood on their hands. "If I could kill 
him, I would kill for a clean reason/' he tells himself 
before shooting the real spy and hired assassin Carter. 

And Beatrice Severn, sent by the Secret Service to 
help Wormold, on her return to London fearlessly 
tells her chiefs the truth. Here is how she describes it 
to Wormold: 

"I told them even if I'd known I wouldn't have 
stopped you. I said you were working for something 
important, not for someone's notion of a global war 
that may never happen. That fool dressed up as a Co- 
lonel said something about 'your country.' I said, 
'What do you mean by his country? A flag someone 
invented two hundred years ago? The Bench of Bishops 
arguing about divorce and the House of Commons 
shouting Ya at each other across the floor? Or do you 
mean the TUC and British Railways and the Co-Op? 
You probably think it's your regiment if you ever stop 
to think, but we haven't got a regiment— he and I.' " 

With Wormold, Beatrice belongs to a generation that 
has stopped believing the official propaganda talk; like 
Wormold, she wants no part of "global war." What 
attracts her in Wprmold is that he is a human being, 
capable of folly at times, but so unlike all those trum- 
peters of "Western civilization" and dehumanized 
cold-war strategians. 

To the latter Graham Greene is merciless in his bit- 
ing satire. The "Interludes in London," those scenes in 
the Secret Service chief's office, are absolutely devas- 
tating. Very well done, too, is the businessmen's 
lunch, with the American Consul-General speechifying 
about the "spiritual links" between the "democracies/' 
among which he clearly numbers tyrannized Cuba. As 
in "The Quiet American," Greene very cleverly satirizes 
the ubiquitous preachers of the "American way of life." 

Graham Greene is often referred to as "a Catholic 
writer." But his Catholicism is of a rather unusual 
kind. It is true that in nearly every book he touches 
in one or another form on the religious and moral 
doctrines and even dogmas of Catholicism; but he does 
it in his own way, laying bare with an aching bitter- 
ness the inner poverty behind the sumptuous pomp of 
the Catholic Church. As a rule, his heroes challenge 
religious dogmas and, along with them, the conven- 
tions of bourgeois society. Greene relentlessly con- 
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demns (and scathingly ridicules) the world's mighty. 
His sympathies are all with Wormold when the latter 
shoots their agent, the murderer Carter. Greene-s 
Catholicism least of all resembles the official doctrines 
of the Vatican. It is more like that of the rebellious 
Italian priest Andrea Gaggero, whom the Fathers of 
the Church have unfrocked for his peace work. 

There is one other point I should like to make. In 
his earlier work Greene has dwelt constantly on the 
gloomy side, on the sores and ulcers of bourgeois so- 
ciety. In books like "England Made Me," "The Power 
and the Glory," "It's a Battlefield," he wrote with 
bitter pain of a life that maims people and people 
whom life has maimed. "Brighton Rock" is a despon- 
dent book, and the same despondency marks even some 
of the books which Greene puts in the "entertainment" 
class ("Stamboul Train," "The Confidential Agent"). 

In "Our Man in Havana." optimistic notes pre- 
dominate. And I should think that is not mere chance. 
It looks as if Graham Greene has seen in today's 
world something that gives him hope of a better future 
for mankind. 
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Alfred Kohlberg 

I WEST 37*? STREET 

New York i e, (M Y. 



November 3, 1959 



Senator James O e Eastland, Chairman, 
Senate Judiciary Committee 
Senate Office Building 
Washington 25, D„ C. 



Dear Senator: 

Fifteen years ago this month I addressed an open letter to the Trustees 
of the Institute of Pacific Relations calling their attention to Communist infiltration of 
their organiz ation. These IPR pro-Communists presented the Chinese Communists as 
unconnected with Moscow, and really just nice democratic agrarian reformers. The I1?R 
sold this line to the Foreign Policy Association, to the Council on Foreign Affairs, and 
to professors everywhere, and thus to the entire country, including the State Department. 

After 2 l/2 years of controversy and court action, the IPR threw me 
out instead of the Communists. 
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In 1951 and 1952 your Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, after 15 

rinted testimony on the IPR, concluded: 

* * * 

The IPR disseminated and sought to popularize false information 
including information originating from Soviet and Communist 
sources. 

* % * 

It was the continued practice of IPR to seek to place in Government 
posts both persons associated with IPR and other persons selected by 
the effective leadership of IPR. 

* * * 

During the period 1945-49, persons associated with the Institute of 
Pacific Relations were instrumental in keeping United States policy 
on a course favorable to Communist objectives in China. 

* * * 

The net effect of IPR activities on United States public opinion has 
been such as to serve international Communist interests and to affect 
adversely the interests of the United States. 

* * * 




Your findings helped to change American official policy toward China, 
although some of the IPR State Department officials still hold office. 



THE NEW RED CHINA LINE 



More than two years ago I addressed you to call your attention to a new 
pro-Communist line on China being put out in academic circles* In that letter I outlined 
a 6 point program of myths being circulated. Most of the 6 point s prov ed too complicated 
and obscure for wide popular acceptance, but part of Points 5 andf^^ajjvg^^^^^^Si in a 
big way. Points 5 and 6, as stated in my letter of May 21, 1957, r^d'^Qy g 
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5 Vv^ ,us Chinese Nationalism and Chinese Marxism are not tied to the Kremlin except superfi^ial^^** f £e*^ 
iwndeo logical struggle is whether Chinese Communism or Indian democracy could ind us'tr 1 a lixe^f 'aVB 





, $; put Formosa under U.N. and U.S. social scientists and let Red China 
eaceful but competitive co-existence. M 



Senator James O. Eastland* - 2 - ^ November 3, 1959 



Back in 1944 a mountain of documents was available to prove that, the 
Chinese Communists were the most disciplined of all Communist parties and the most 
loyal to Moscow. There were no authentic documents to prove them only democratic 
agrarian reformers, independent of Moscow. As then, so now. There are mountains of 
documents proving Red China and the Soviet Union are the closest of military allies, 
cooperating in Korea, in Vietnam, in the Middle East, on the borders of India, and even 
here in Cuba. There is no authentic proof of differences of any degree between the two 
great Communist dictatorships. 

RUSSIA FEARS RED CHINA 



Such headlines as the following from the Republican New York HERALD- 
TRIBUNE of October 11, 1959 

Fear of Peiping Seen 
Spurring Khrushchev 

That May Be Why He's Eager For 
'Peaceful Co-Existence' With U. S. 

By Warren Rogers Jr. Ishcnev recited the well known 

nrtcTTTVT^m^tt ' 4 a IFtmripf orommpnt fnr American 

show what the former IPR clique are still able to do. This clique includes John K. Fair- 
bank of Harvard and Owen Lattimore of Johns Hopkins, and the students who have grown 
up under their tutelage. They largely control the Association for Asian Studies, the Cen- 
ter for International Studies at MIT, and other Far Eastern study groups. They have been 
quietly working for years to put over their line. Now they have succeeded in gaining a 
certain degree of public acceptance. 

Using the false assumption of serious differences between Soviet Russia 
and Red China, they argue that we should cultivate Red China by recognition and admit- 
tance to the U.N. Unless exposed this little group of conspirators will again pervert 
American China policy as they did from 1944 to 1949. Fortunately, there a few scholars 
specializing in Far Eastern affairs who are clearheaded and loyal. I hesitate to name 
them here for they are having a hard enough time with their pro-Soviet colleagues as it 
is. However, I enclose an article from the Congressional Record by one of the outstanding 
China experts, Dr. Karl Wittvogel, who appeared before you as a witness. 

With this I suggest you re-open your IPR hearings. When they were con- 
cluded in 1952, they helped reverse American policy toward China. A re-opening now would 
help keep American policy based on solid facts and on our national interest, instead of 
again relying on Communist propagandists myths. 
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Most respectfully yours, 
Alfred Kohlberg^ 




"September 30 
1959 



n orfitr 



GRESSIONAL RECORD — APP 



**It Is too late to turn back now. In \ 
to save our country, Russia, we should have 
had 10 men like Francis of Assisi. With 10 
such men, we should have saved Russia." 

And who was St. Francis of Assisi? Every- 
. body's saint, probably the most perfect hu- 
man reproduction of Jesus Christ and His 
Gospel that the world has ever seen, 

Mr. Khrushchev, guest of our President, H 
is not too late for you to turn back. That 
you will do so I have encouraged millions of 
people to pray for you and your people during 
your visit to our country. 

At the same time, we are praying for the 
multitudes in your captive nations and for 
the unnumbered dead whom you sent to 
premature graves. They will become a night- 
mare to you as they did to Lenin, Marx, and 
Stalin before they died. 

Time is running out. With your visit to 
America everything has now been tried to 
placate you, to convert you. You wanted 
this visit. All things considered it is prob- 
ably your greatest victory in the cold war. 

Having failed in all our efforts to satisfy 
you, we have turned to our secret weapon — 
prayer, God grant that it will be effective. 

Dean Manxon. Thank you, Cardinal 
Cushing. ^ 
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endent Is Peking of Moscow? 



EXTENSION OF REMAJRK5 
or 

HON. WALTER H. JUDD 

OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 14, 1959 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, for years 
American thinking on the Far East has 
been influenced; and in academic circles 
largely dominated, by a group of writers 
and teachers led by Fairbanks of Har- 
vard, Lattimore, the old IPR clique, and 
a few others; In part; because of the 
volume of their writings, there is danger 
that their views, or perhaps I should say 
their "line," will come to be accepted as 
authoritative by the oncoming genera- 
tion- of scholars in this vitally important 
field. 

The old agrarian reformer pose was 
demolished by the Chinese Communists 
themselves, but the myth that Chinese 
Communists are different lingers on. 
Their apologists are hard put just now 
to justify the communes within China, 
the confessed faker y of the great leap 
forward with its fake production figures, 
and the naked barbarism in Tibet 
About the best the supposed experts can 
do for the moment is to take refuge In 
the alleged realism of the theory that 
we can safely rely upon Peiplng's pre- 
sumed independence of and even possible 
antagonism to Moscow. 

It is important for the long future as 
well as for the present that the super- 
ficial scholarship of the above group be 
challenged now before it becomes a sort 
of orthodoxy. An excellent beginning 
has been made by Prof. Karl A. Witt- 
fogel, a European scholar whom I first 
came to know in China in 1937, at a 
time when he too was somewhat be- 
guiled by the proclaimed liberalism and 
democracy of the Chinese Reds. During 
the years he has studied the basic docu- 
ments and deeds and based his thinking 




Just the facts to fit old and comforting 
theories. Dr. Wittf ogel is director of the 
University of Washington's Chinese his- 
tory project and author of several books, 
including "Oriental Despotism/' In the 
following article from the New Leader 
of July 20, 1959, he analyzes the his- 
torical origins of a concept that has 
strongly influenced Western views of 
Chinese communism for many years — 
the notion that Mao Tse-tung's doctrine 
and practice deviated heretically from 
Moscow: 

Peiping Independence 
(By Karl A. Wittf ogel) 
In 10 short years Mao Tse-tung's Chin* 
has become a major power whose every move 
gives rise to endless speculation. Some 
western analysts believe that Peiping, al- 
though a primary factor in Asia, is only 
a secondary factor in world politics; others 
warn against underrating its global im- 
portance. The very argument illuminates 
the significance of the issue. Elementary 
political considerations require that we ob- 
tain as thorough an understanding of Mao's 
regime as possible. What are the possibili- 
ties—and the limitations — for achieving 
such an understanding in America today? 

Understanding is an intellectual exercise 
that involves two Interrelated yet distinct 
processes: factfinding and interpretation. 
An examination of American attempts to 
understand Communist China reveals that 
we are highly effective in gathering relevant 
data and highly ineffective in comprehend- 
ing their meaning. Confronted with this 
double assessment, we are usually not too 
disturbed by the second stipulation (and 
this attitude underlines the overall prob- 
lem) ; but we are genuinely surprised by the 
first. Do we not. as Americans, have special 
difficulties in getting the facts, since our 
Government, besides having no diplomatic 
relations with Peiping, also refuses to let our 
nationalists visit mainland China ? 

Under different conditions* this policy 
might Indeed be a decisive limitation, but in 
the Chinese case its negative' effect can be 
largely discounted because of the way in 
which the Communist system operates. Like 
other Communist states, the Peiping regime 
virtually controls all spheres of life, includ- 
ing the movements of foreign visitors and 
their opportunities for independent inquiry. 
Of course, these visitors see something — and 
what they see may have value — but generally 
they are unable to pierce the many smaller 
bamboo curtains that have been erected in- 
side the big Bamboo Curtain along the ter- 
ritorial borders. 

The Peiping government makes independ- 
ent personal contacts between foreigners and 
Chinese intellectuals almost impossible; and 
its terror potential is so well recognized, that 
even the most casual opinion is expressed, 
with great caution. Hence the assertions 
made up to 1957 by a number of Journalists 
that, to judge from appearances, the Chinese 
intellectuals generally liked the Communist 
regime were largely guesswork, and poor 
guesswork at that. The "Hundred Flowers'* 
episode of May and early June 1957 showed 
that the majority of all Chinese Intellectuals, 
students included, hate their rulers, 

Peiping is equally determined that for- 
eigners have only guided contacts with the 
Chinese toilers. In the summer of 1954, one 
of my friends accompanied the British mis- 
sion to the Chinese mainland led by Earl 
Clement Attlee. Meeting htm later, I asked 
why none of its members had commented on 
the collectivization that was then gaining 
momentum. The delegates, he answered, 
had wanted to see the villages, but they were 
kept from doing so. A Swisa Journalist, 
Peter Schmld, who visited China in the win- 
1955-55, when collectivization had 
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completed, was treated with great cour- 
tesy, but he also met with stony resistance 
when he wished, on the spur of the moment, 
to make a short excursion to a village, ills 
guide — who otherwise was most amenable — 
told him that such a visit could be under- 
taken only after official permission was ob- 
tained from Peiping, and he added almost 
Indignantly: "I am sure, in Switzerland too, 
a foreign Journalist cannot Just go into the 
villages and talk with the people/' 

But while on-the-spot observations are re- 
stricted to the point of frustration, another 
type of inquiry — the critical study of Chinese 
Communist publications— is potentially very 
rewarding. The activists and officials of the 
Communist regime must communicate with 
one another, and partly and unavoidably 
they exchange factual and evaluative Infor- 
mation through the press. Of course, they do 
this cautiously and In an Aesopian language 
that Is supposed to inform insiders without 
betraying essential facts to outsiders. This, 
however, is no easy task, particularly when 
an issue must be treated concretely and in 
detail. 

THus, in veiled form, the Chinese Commu- 
nist newspapers and magazines contain much 
relevant Information, 'and this information la 
being most comprehensively gathered and 
translated, outside the Bamboo Curtain by 
the American consulate general in Hong 
Kong, Systematically utilizing many dallies 
and periodicals— often from trie far corners 
of the country and inaccessible to the foreign 
colony in Peking— this agency is assembling 
a wealth of data on Communist China. If 
the members of the Attlee mission had con- 
suited the Hong Kong press translations, they 
would have been aware of the advancing col- 
lectivization and the rising bitterness in the 
villages which they were not allowed to ob- 
serve. It is not too much to say that our 
Hong Kong consulate is probably doing & 
better job of gathering facts on Communist 
China than any other non-Communist or- 
ganization. 

But this excellent and important collec- 
tion of raw material does not have the' im- 
pact it deserves, since no adequate arrange- 
ments have been^made to facilitate its analy- 
sis. Whoever wants to use the Hong Kong 
material must plow through mountains of 
data with only an alphabetical hating of 
titles to help him. Readers of the New York 
Times, which provides an index for every- 
thing it publishes, are better served. The 
same country that Is willing to spend hun- 
dreds of thousands, perhaps millions, of dol- 
lars to gather vital facts is unwilling to spend 
$50,000 on an analytic index to aid in their 
1 nterpretation. 

These disparate conditions reflect a na- 
tional weakness that is making serious stu- 
dents of American policy highly apprehen- 
sive. Henry Kissinger is convinced that our 
present political insecurity results from an 
extreme dependence on empiricism and 
an equally extreme avoidance of concep- 
tual thinking. Robert Strausz-Hupe, James 
Dougherty, William Klntner, and Alvln Cot- 
trell, in their recent book, "Protracted Con- 
flict," deplore our inability to utilize large 
concepts in formulating long-range political 
strategy. I fully agree with the substance 
of these criticisms. But I believe that we 
suffer less from an absence of political con- 
cepts than from the inadequacy of those we 
invoke,' and that we are handicapped not so 
much by lack of a long-range perspective as 
by a complacent, status quo perspective that 
was understandable in the 19th and early 
20th centuries, but that is pathetically out- 
moded since the development of modern 
totalitarian systems of power. 

The analyst who fails to distinguish be- 
tween the conditions and attitudes of our 
multicentered society and those of the totali- 
tarian world is like the person who falls to 
see the difference between a young cat and 
a young tiger. Such a person may note in- 



Tin'17- 



A8448 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — APP! 



teres ting details of metabolism, eyeslghqll 
Bkin texture: and he may even make mean-, 
ingful comparisons between these features. 
But, lacking adequate concepts, he will not 
recognize the specific characteristics of the 
young beast of prey, which, sufficiently ma- 
$ured, may spell the doom of the inept 
observer* . 

Marx let-Lenin 1st communism Is a system 
of analytic and Interpretative ideas and a 
cluster of • organizational and strategic de- 
vices for the establishment and maintenance 
of total political, economic, and ideological 
power. The masters of the Communist ap- 
paratus-state stress power economy (internal 
and international) at the expense of sub- 
sistence economy. Thej constitute a ruling 
class whose proprietary and managerial con- 
trol, social privilege, and ideological self- 
glorification surpass the prerogatives enjoyed 
by any other dominant elite known to man. 
The class consciousness of the new "men of 
the apparatus* * ( apparatchik 1) is matched, 



mentary History," p. 79 ). He thus com- 
mitted "a heresy in act" toward one of the 
*' vital core presuppositions of Max ism-Lenin- 
ism" (Schwartz: "Chinese Communism and 
the Rise of Mao,'* pp. 191 and 199; of. also 
p. 78). 

These are extraordinary assertions. Any 
serious student of Max ism -Lenin ism knows 
that Lenin distinguished between several 
types of bourgeois- democratic revolution, 
and that after the Bolshevik Revolution in 
1917 he devised a new type of peasant policy 
for the "backward" colonial and semicolon ial 
countries of the East. In contrast to Tsarist 
Russia, where there had been a proletarian 
minority that could assume revolutionary 
leadership, the Communists of "backward" 
Eastern areas should, with Moscow's aid, rest 
their power strategy on the peasants or other- 
nonproletarian "toilers/' if proletarian sup- 
port was unavailable, Jn 1920, Lenin pointed 
out that the new policy he was on timing 
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, was l)$sm- err UKiilgr experience: and quite 

and perhaps surpassed, only by the class logically he 1 Affiled ior it primarily m terms 

consciousness of the members Of the total!- UI pro pi em of organizing revolutionary. 

tar i ajn o u t-ellte-- t he Co mmunists ln_ non- ^goyiets . **yt ne did n ol— as Schwartz is 

Communist countries whose hunger for total passing remarks — only w< 'speculate" on the 

power is intensified by the difficulties they possibility of Communist- led Soviets in non- 



encounter 

These are elementary facts. Recalling 
them, we easily recognize the misconceptions 
that underlie certain widespread interpreta- 
tions of Chinese communism. Time and 
again we are told that the Chinese Commu- 
nists may want to assert their independence 
from Moscow to the point of open conflict. 
The upholders of this claim misjudge the 
primary attractions of total i>ower, class in- 
terest and historical perspective which — de- 
spite continuous conflicts on a secondary 
level — unite the Chinese and Soviet Commu- 
nists. Clarity on these facts facilitates the 
realistic appraisal of the relations between 
Moscow and Chinese communism, because it 
permits a realistic appraisal of the circum- 
stances under which. each of them operates. 
It exposes the fictitious nature of the argu- 
ment that the Chinese Communists are con- 
ditioned to act independently of Moscow be- 
cause, under Mao's guidance, they created a 
tradition of acting originally, and even 
heretical! y. 

This argument, known as the Maoist thesis, 
is historical in form, but political in content. 
It arose, and persists, on the basis of inade- 
quate concepts of Soviet communism (espe- 
cially Leninism) and Chinese communism 
(especially the attitude of Mao Tse-tung). 
^n 1948 Johr. g gain™™*-, h™> *»t^~ 



Will not b e Workora' ftOylPts but P»ft«» r ts' 

jsoylets, or Soviets of Tollers" (Lenin: "Se - 
"Tecigd" W6Tg!s. M T Mew Vork 1943, X> p. I9& 
cf. pp. 236, 241, 242, 243 AT.; cf. also p, 231), 
Lenin's theBis was repeated emphatically by 
such top-ranking Comintern dignitaries as 
Grtgorl 1 Zlnoviev. G. I. S^farov. and Beia Kun, 
rid while in February 1926 the Comintern 
leaders did not raise the slogan of Soviets, 
they went considerably beyond Mao, who 
credited the peasants with only 70 percent of 
all achievements in the Chinese democratic 
revolution. They called the peasants "the 
most imporftTnt 'and decisive fg ^r _"f ^ 
Chinese national liberation movement* 1 (In- 
ter ' H&tlongl Press Correspdne T enc eT 152 6, p. 

In the doctored edition of his "Selected 
Works'* which began to appear jn the early 
1950's, Mao eliminated the sentence con- 
taining the 70- percent formula, obviously be- 
cause he considered it too modest. Adher- 
ents of the Maoist thesis suggest that he did 
so because, In retrospect, he considered it too 
high. The arbitrariness of this interpreta- 

tion is apparent when we remember the 

under Fairbanks jnnd . XJomln tern_at t itude- i n^l 926-2 7- and-a-2 a ter 
ab atement by Mao, for which, fry the way, he 
Invokes Staun's aUTftority : '^ fte Chinese 
Tevoiuiion is virtu any the peasants Vre volu- 
tion" Not 70 percent, but ''virtually!" 

Lenin did not foresee the intricacies of 
the subsequent developments in large co- 
lonial or ex -colon ial countries such as China 
and India; he did not foresee a political sit- 
uation in which Communists would seize 
power In non industrial regions of a country 
that also possess industrially advanced re- 
gions; and, of course, he did not foresee the 
shifts in the interpretation of the slogan, 
"Peasant Soviets.'* that occurred during the 
intraparty struggle in the U.S.S.Rr. In 1926- 
27. Bnfr tfhe ylsfr of lupi n's 1920 directives Is 
very clear^and very close to what suunosgaTv 
Is the "Maoist'' Position: In the nonlndus- 
"trial areas of the backward East, the Com- 
munists should endeavor to seize power on 
& mass basis that essentially consisted of 
peasants or other nonproletarian toilers. 
. .Obviously, then, the authors of the_ "Docu^ 



.Wlted Sta tes jmrt China " suggested that 
■ MabaZpoUcy, because of the _ special, role it_ 
aye the peasants, followed the Chinese 
VadiTTOri 6f devolution, rather than "THe 



MarXlSt . In , „ 

ance, B enjamin Schwartz, ^ "Chinese Com- 
hiuglsm 'dim tfle Hlse of ' taao. " elaborated 
' the""Ene3!S that Mao pursued an unorthodox 
(Maoist) peasant policy. And in 1952, Con- 
rad' Brandt, Benjamin Schwartz, and John K. 
Fair bank bulwarked the Maoist thesis fur- 
ther in "A Documentary History of Chinese 
Communism." which presents translated 
Communist texts in chronological order 
along with interpretative comments. 

According to the authors of the Documen- 
tary History, Mao took his first conspicuously 
heretical step in a study of rural conditions 
in his home province of Hunan {Report on 
an Investigation of the Hunan Peasant 
Movement), which he wrote in February 
1927; and allegedly he manifested his Im- 
portance as an original theoretician in 1940 
in his pamphlet, "On New Democracy/ 1 

t In hlfi 1527 rfinort. *n *r<t |.Kp n uthot-ft n f t*u» 
"Docu merit arjy History,!' Mao did something 
"no previous writer of the Majxiftt-T^lnlst. 
school had ever co nceived of. " He presented 



revolution based on the poor peasants. 
They are also wrong when they describe 
Mao's 1927 position. , 

In February 1927 Mao did not recommend 
the revolutionary policy we have Just out- 
lined, and this for good reason. Mao's 
Hunan report was written at a time when 
the Chinese Communists were maintaining 
a united front with the Kuomintang, and, 
following Moscow's orders, they were making 
every effort to continue it. Mao, who was 
then a high -ran King dignitary in the Kuo- 
mintang (and, of course, in the Communist 
Party), stressed the leadership of the poor 
peasants in the rural revolution an3 the im- 
portance of the peasants (70 percent) In the 
national revolution under a hierarchy headed 
by the revolutionary authorities, that is, the 
revolutionary Nationalist government which 
was heir to Sun Yat -sen's Canton regime 
and which was controlled by the left Kuo- 
m in tang and supported by the Communists. 

The_authots of the* 'Documentary History ." 
who consider "Mao's Hunan Report a "revofe - 
p fl6n&r y' gla SS !c, ,, " y f es , eiit only 1 on e-third (the 
_ ftrsi ?W se&tlong) of the document without 
indicating thai the original text is much 
loiigeY. xet even this third makes It clear 



industrial areas. Far from it. 

Referring to the Bolshevik experience in 
Central Asia, he stated as proven fact that 
Communists could successfully establish 
Soviets of peasants or toilers ih % 4 'backward" 
colonial countries; and he Insisted that, un- 
der comparable conditions, they continue to 
do so: In the noncapltalist colonial countries 
of the East. "Soviets are possible • » ' *h f v 

won 



as 4 'the 'revolutionary vanguard* of the bour- 
geois-democratic revolution • • • the poor 
peasantry," rather than the workers ("Docu- 



scrlbe the Leninist position as rejectlng3h» 
idea of an eastern Communist-led demo- 



tnat Mao is commenting on the peasan t 
poli cy of the re vol^onarv JJatlonHfiTSg - 
ernment. in a laser chapter which discusses 
Tocal revolutionary organizations, only one 
party is mentioned — the Kuomintang, When 
both parties are mentioned, ae happens 
once. Mao places the Kuomintang before 
the Communist Party, In conformity with 
With the Moscow-imposed united -front 
policy, the earlier versions of Mao's report 
do not refer to the leading role of the Com- 
munist Party. Significantly, the few sen- 
tences that make this claim appear first in 
the doctored version of volume I of Mao's 
"Selected Works*' published in 1951. 

Thus the Hunan Report does not call for 
Communist leadership. Nor does It try to 
rally the poor peasants btehind the Com- 
munists by promising them land. Comply- 
ing with the Comintern line and with the 
official policy of the left Kuomintang, Mao 
hailed the advance of the social and political 
revolution in the villages, and in this con- 
nection he was willing to use terror to the 
]imit: but he hedged on the key economic 
question — the confiscation and distribution 
of the land. In the 1951 version of Mao's 
Hunan Report, we find a brief request iA>at 
the land question of the poor peasants 'be 
solved, But In the earlier versions ^even this 
vague sentence is missing. More cautious 
than the Moscow leaders and some of his 
Chinese comrades, but congruent with 
Comintern directives not to disturb the 
united front with Kuomintang by promoting 
£_drastlc c onfisc ation policy. Mao._ ln_the 
"original report, does not raise the land' 
question at all. 

The. authors of the "Documentary History** 
do not comment on this crucial fact. Al- 
though they admit that in the late spring of 
1927 the All China Federation of which Mao 
was the director, committed serious "oppor- 
tunistic"' errors, they do not state that on 
November 14, 1927 — after the collapse of the 
united front in June-July and after the Com- 
munist-initiated autumn crop uprising — the 
Central Committee of the Chinese Commu- 
nist Party removed Mao from the Politburo 
because of gross neglect of the agrarian revo- 
lution: "in the area of the I Hunan ] upris- 
ing, the program of the land revolution and 
of the establishment of political power was 
never considered. The lack of such a pro- 
gram led the peasants to think that the up- 
rising was nothing but Communist trouble - 
making, * * * Comrade Mao • • • was In 
fact the central figure of the Provincial Com- 
mittee of Hunan. For the mistakes made by 
the Hunan Provincial Committee he must 
shoulder the- moat serious responsibility ; and 
therefore he must be dismissed from his posi- 
tion as candidate to the Provisional Politburo 
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of the Central Committee" (Kuo Wen 
ly, vol. 5. No. 3, Jan. 15, 1928, pp. 6 and 7). 

These developments explain why M.N. Roy, 
who In 1927 had visited China as a high 
Comintern official, could say that Map "in the 
critical days of 1927 represented the extreme 
nght«wing view of the leadership or trie" 
pUlUlHimmi Party. ' HI UUmmumst jargon, 
belonging to the extreme right wing of the 
party means pursuing the prescribed politi- 
cal line with utmost caution. 

Roy's appraisal fits not only the Mao of the 
crisis situation; it 1b indicative of Mao's 
entire political behavior from 1923 to 1927, 
the time of the united front with the Kuo- 
minUng. Western, and even more, Asian 
students of Marxism-Leninism could greatly 
benefit from a realistic analysis of this pe- 
riod, which saw the first major attempt to 
utilize the forces of Asian revolutionary 
("antt •Imperialist") nationalism far Commu- 
nist purposes. Mao played a prominent role 
in this fateful attempt; his so-called caution, 
was nothing else than an extraordinary 
ability seemingly to support the Nationalist 
causte while actually promoting the Interests 
of the Communists. (For a time, Mao was 
even acting head Of all propaganda work, of 
the Kuomintang.) Under these circum- 
stances, it is most unfortunate, but entirely 
understandable, that Mao included in his 
"Selected Works" only two of his many writ- 
ings of this period. 

In their treatment of the early Mao, the 
authors of the "Documentary History" have 
distorted the historical record and contrib- 
uted to significant political misconceptions - 



portance of the Leninist bourgeois -demo 
cratic revolution for the colonial and semi- 
colonial countries of the East, Including, of 
course. India and China. 

The authors of the "Documentary His- 
tory" are fully aware of the Leninist-Stalinist 
origin of the theory of the new bourgeois- 
democratic revolution and democracy; but 
they claim that Mao was less well informed. 
Indeed, they claim that he presented this 
theory as his own : "as a genuinely new con- 
tribution to Marxist-Leninist theory — a con- 
tribution which had originated In China and 
which presumably placed Its author, Mao 
Tse-tung, In the ranks of the great theoreti- 
cians of Marxism." They dramatize their 
thesis by saying that A the gesture to create 
a new theory re -emphasizing *the historic 
peculiarities of the Chinese revolution' origi- 
nated with Mao Tse-tung himself. It was a 
gesture with profound implications. It sug- 
gested that innovations within the Marxist- 
Leninist tradition could originate not only in. 
Moscow but in other sectors of the world 
Communist movement as well" (Documen- 
tary History, pp. 260 fl.) . 

Examination of the text of On New De- 
mocracy leads to very different conclusions. 
It shows that Mao, after describing the 
Chinese bourgeois -democratic revolution as 
part of the proletarian world revolution 
states that this correct thesis of the Chinese 
revolution was already being propounded in 
China between 1924 and 1927, but that at 
that time the meaning of this theoretical 
proposition was not yet fully expounded, and 
consequently it was only vaguely under- 
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authors of the "Documentary History,'* 
who created the Maoist myth in 1951-52, 
had ample opportunities in subsequent stud- 
ies of Chinese thought to correct their errors. 
But instead of doing so, they repeated their 
key conclusions, which, as we have seen, are 
in the main based on a misrepresentation of 
Mao's behavior in 1927 and 1940. In a re- 
view of Mao's "Selected Works" written in 
1955 Schwartz failed to comment on the 
Hunan report, which in addition to being 
much longer than the version published in 
the "Documentary History," had been doc- 
tored by Mao in a way which made the 
Maoist interpretation of the report com- 
pletely problematic. 

in 1958 Brandt, in a monograph on the 
Chinese united-front period of 1924-27. re- 
peats the claim that in the Hunan report 
Mao "put himself on 'record with a view 
that conflicted sharply with Moscow's" 
(Brandt: "Stalin's Failure in China," 195a, 
p. 107) , And in the same year, the senior 
member of the group, John K. Fairbank, in 
a revised edition of "The united States and 
China," repeated the two key theses of the 
Maoist school. According to Fairbank. In 
1927 Mao asserted the vanguard role of the 
poor peasants "hereticaily"; and In "On New 
Democracy*' Mao "put himself on the level 
of Marx -En gels- Lenin-Stalin as an original 
contributor to Communist theory." 

TjTiese faulty views have gained wide cur- 
rp^jflv in, the Unite o^States^ Their" damaging 
consequences are not restricted to their im- 
pact on purely academic understanding. 
For the jpoljt leal confusion they have en - 
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Mao does not claim that 
this theory in 1940, or that the Chinese Com 
munists. who were vaguely familiar with it 

fact. 



, iney haVe succeed In conve rgnTa since the twenties, created it then 
k- i "J- ■ ■■ ■ LL-L I 1X I -- I i— i^-^jj " ^ he states : "Th<^ co rrect thesis— of the Chi- 
nese revolution— propounded by the Chinese 
'Tomni^iiists is ' based on Stalin's theory/ 1 
Ana to rnfiKe his pdini crystal clear he re 



primary "source ' *q? political inibrmatlon, 
namely, Mao's united -front career, into a 
primary source of confusion. 

As Just explained, the Maoist argument 
took as its starting point a faulty Interpre- 
tation of Mao's poHcy of 1927, 1 ^ was forti- 



fie d by an equally f aulty tnt^rnretatiofTnY 
Malys^p^TTcy of j940_ as expres sed in his 
pampniet, "On iJew Democracy.'' 
The key thesis of "On New De: 



Democracy" is 

simple enough. In the middle phase of the 
Si no -Japanese war (after the conclusion of 
the Hi tier -Stalin pact, which got the Eu- 
ropean war going and greatly strengthened 
Moscow) , Mao Tse-tung. now the head of the 



stood <Mao; "Selected Works," III, p. 112). jeered str^iy ,_ jitfected opin i o ^. 

Thus. Mao does not claim that he created 32j a . ers f nd policymakers in this coun t ry ., 

, e 0 om _ "and has thus hampered the development of 
IT c lear , consistent a nd farsight ed policy for 
c oping with the Chinese Communist threap 
Tn this Important respect, these views have 
done a distinct disservice to the free world. 
It is vital to our survival 'that* the record 
be set straight, and a small but growing 
number of Far Eastern specialists are doing 
Just that, A realistic comparative study of 
the historical roots of Chinese and Soviet 
communism is possible. And such a study 
enables us to remove the widespread miscon- 
ceptions regarding the character and intent 
of the present Chinese and Soviet regimes, 
^e know that Chin*^ flnnnmnnlaf. spH^r 
like other Communist orders, i s fnrrri with 
"many conni/ ^ wp frnnw tunt nurnem~s 
^mmc 



produced two long Stalin quotations, the 
second tracing the key argument back to 
Lenin. In his concluding sentence. "From 
this it can be seen that there are two kinds 
of world revolution.'* Mao once more ack- 
nowledged that he rqf^^H 1 a rnrrpyt the^Ts 
ot the new democratic revolution and de - 
mocrac y from Stalin and Lenin. 

The avowed £>urfcjose oi the documentary 
History" is to provide textual documentation 
for the major developments of Chinese com- 
munism. .How then do its authors deal with 



Chinese Communists, was under less pressure these passages th~ at are"E6 I mportant for es "- 
to make concessions to the Chinese National- stablishing Mao's — orfgl naUty — or™ TacTT^fif 
ists than he had been In the prepact period. o T Tg lnallty? Ve ry simply indeed, T hey omit 
In accordance with Moscow's desire to pro- mem. Alter presenting Maos e3fnofeltl6n of 
tect Its eastern flank, Mao maintained the the '"correct thesis," they Bkip over his re- 
anti-Japanese alliance with the Kuomln- mark that it-was poorly understood by the 
tang,' but he felt free to discuss the future Chinese Communists in 1924-27 and over bis 
development of China in terms of a not- 
yet-completed revolution. The second stage 
of this development was the Socialist revolu- 
tion, but the first and Immediately sig- 
nificant stage was the bourgeois -democratic 
revolution, which aimed at the establish- 
ment of a democracy. Challenging the po- 
litical ideas of his Kuomlntang allies, Mao 
stated that the to-be- created order would 
be a "new" democracy, which would come 
into being through a new type of bourgeois- 
democratic revolution. Instead of being led 
by the bourgeoisie, this new bourgeois -demo- 
cratic revolution would be led by the pro- 
letariat and, being part of the proletarian 
and Socialist world revolution, it would 
evolve into socialism. 

Thft sflrlm^ student of communism realizes 
at once that the just -mentioned ideas were 



decisive statement that it was based on 
Stalin's theory. They also skip over Mao's 
quotations from Stalin. The passage they 
then reproduce begins with the words: "From 
this it is clear" I the official translation, as 
given above Is "From this it can be seen"]. 
No reader would know from this arrange- 
ment that the summarising phrase refers, 
not to Mao's presentation of the correct 
thesis, but to its acknowledged Soviet source. 

It may be argued that On New Democracy 
Is a long pamphlet and that therefore a 
selective reproduction is legitimate. This Is 



conflicts existed — and continue to exis t- 
between the Chinese Communis^ and Mos - 
cow. but> we know also that any anal ysfof 
xnese Internal ana international tensions^ 
apt to rmsjuage their sl pn^f>ftn^& as 
&S he believes that, because of a peculia r 
MflflLsT tradition , tn^ CHn*?ftfi ^ mmunlsta 
tend to be h»rotio*Uv riiffpr P nhfmm orthnrin* 

Communists.. 

This belief has supported the feeling that 
Mao's land policy of 1949 expressed again his 
Inclination to be an agrarian reformer — ac- 
tually, he deprived the peasants of the land 
newly distributed to them as soon as he was 
strong enough to do so. It has strengthened 
the view that Mao's collectivization was dif- 
ferent because it was graduallstlc — actually, 
the graduallstlc pattern was outlined by 
Stalin as early as 1930, and It was put into 
practice in East Europe after World War II. 
It has encouraged the pleas far U.S^recogni 

ttrm^ nf Cnmmniust Cfrlnn. rs fl - 



true with one obvious qualification: The Veanlng PelPlng away from Moscow — ac' 



oT 



selected passages should indicate the major 
points of the text; and If the introductory 
note stresses the importance of a certain 
thesis, then the editors are in honor bound 
not to omit passages that are crucial to the 



initiated by Lenin as early as 1905 and that validity of this thesis. Anyone may repro- 
after the Bolshevik revolution they w'er'e de- duce whatever he wants from Hitler's Meln 
y_glopc-d ^by Lenin ar,d Stalin. "Both men. Kampf . but if he claims that Hitler was not 



stressed two important new features— (1) the 
relation between the bourgeois-democratic 
revolution, Leninist style, and the proletarian 
world revolution, and (2) the* supreme im- 



really an anti-Semite and then omite pas- 
sages that prove the contrary, he would not 
only violate fundamental rule3 of scholar- 
ship, but misrepresent history as well. 



tuaiiy. recognition would bulwark rviao^ con- 
viction that the West is stupid and tottering 
and will be destroyed faster through the 
combined efforts of the Communist bloc. It 
has favored the idea that Mao was different 
and perhaps heretical, when In 1957 he made 
an analysis of contradictions under social- 
Ism — actually, this problem was" comprehen- 
sively discussed In the UJ5.S.K,, particularly 
after Andrei Zd ha no v's speech in 1947 — and 
when he listed among them contradictions 
between the government and the people. 
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In the last instance Mao elaborated a pH 
that Khrushchev had made in his criticism 
of Stalin on February 24-25, 1959. But Mao 
generalized and explained in public what 
Khrushchev had treated specifically and be- 
hind closed doors. Thus Mao's procedure 
displayed distinctive features, and this was 
alco the case when he set out to organize 
supercbllectlves: communes. 

These problems deserve the most careful 
consideration. But our analysis will be ade- 
quate only il we are fully aware of the con- 
ceptual and evaluative mistakes OX the past 
and If we systematically develop the tools 
reeded for the comparative study of Chinese 
doctrine and strategy. 

The survival of the free world hangs In the 
balance today- Though this is no~time fox 
name caOTngTlfis no time, either, fW with - 
holding vital crit icism such as n as been matfe 
' JKeJE, It flail Men said that Ihe baflle'of 
Waterloo was won on the playing fields of 
Eton, Today, the Ideas which v he scholars 
and opinion moiders hold -are no less crucial 
for the decisions ihe poilcvmiKers will make, 
Where, then, we may r ^ C^i the schools, the . 

'- unjaUons"! and research 
xnfrine victory—or de- 
co/ war? 




Robert H. Goddard — Hoofe Joint 
Resolution 19 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 



HON, PHILIP J, PHILBIN 

or MASflACHtJssrjs 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 14, 1959 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr, Speaker, under 
unanimous consent to rev is e and extend 
my remarks, I include therein a recent 
very ably written and timely editorial, 
"The 40-Year Trip to the Moon," which 
appeared In a recent edition of the 
Worcester Telegram. 

This editorial, commenting on the 
gold medal authorized by Congress in 
recognition of the great scientist. Prof. 
Robert H, Goddard, deals with signifi- 
cant portions of the career' 6f this great 
man, 

Viewing his relations with the Govern- 
ment in retrospect and appreciating that 
out of his- early scientific papers pub- 
lished many years ago came the basic -iVwouid^pc^ 
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turned aside. In only a few instances 
was he encouraged and helped. Only 
his incredible courage and tenacity sus- 
tained him. 

If Government officials had exhibited, 
even so moderately, a degree of interest 
in Goddard's revolutionary concepts that 
the Germans displayed in the few years 
prior to World War II, this country 
would, without a doubt, be so far out in 
front in the current missile race and in 
space exploration that no oth$r nation 
could presently match us,. 

But we cannot cry over spilled milk, 
nor in pardonably lamenting the stupid 
decisions of Government officials and 
others that turned Professor Goddard 
brusquely aside when he was on the 
threshold of miraculous achievements. 
It is too late to cancel out these grotesque 
errors of judgment. 

That they s have gravely handicapped 
_this__Nation in. its military .posture, _ in 
national defense, and in exploration po- 
tential could never! be denied, These 
errors have irreparably harmed Ameri- 
can science and the national interest, 
safety, and well-being. 

That they have given to our possible 
enemies immeasurable advantages which 
the American Nation itself should have 
aoHieved is very deaf. 

^7e can only make the best of these 
guy e mistakes and] the ghastly critical 
situation that has fiirecUy flowed from 
them. 

At Jhe same time J we should more than 
piously hope that such mistakes shall 
not be made again; more importantly, 
that they are not b«ng made even now. 
as numerous indications suggest. 

I am gratified that at least House 
Joint Resolution 19,| which I introduced 
in the Congress, also sponsored by my 
distinguished colleague, Congressman 
Donohue, was so fittingly passed and 
written into law. It at least affords some 
measure of belated recognition for one 
of history's greatest men. 
The editorial referred to follows: 
[From the Worcester; (Mass.) Telegram, 
Sept. 14( 1959] 
Ths 40 -Yeah Tbip to the Moon 
"In my experiments 1 ,. I generally used a 
powder with an energy* content of 563 
calories per pound. With such a propellant. 
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e£Tggerated reports of his undertakings. He 
wanted a privacy he could rarely achieve, tout 
he also wanted an acceptance of his theories 
that a fearful and Incredulous public 
denied him. 

Thanks to the vision and generosity of a 
few individuals, Charles D, Walcott, of the 
Smithsonian Institution, Charles A. Lind- 
bergh, and Daniel Guggenheim, Goddard was 
able to carry his experiments forward on a 
modest scale. If he had been able to per- 
suade the American military leaders of his 
time that the rocket could be utilized as an 
instrument of national defense, the story of 
World War II might have been far different. 
As it was, the United States did not recognize 
military rocketry until the Germans — by 
copying some of Goddard's later models — 
produced the V-2 weapons used against 
Britain: 

Emerson's observation that "to be great Is 
to be misunderstood" was all too applicable 
to Robert H. Goddard. But on the day last 
week that Congress voted a gold medal in 
his honor, the Strategic Air Command 
_lau ached a ballistic .missile which ..traveled 
4,400 miles from California to Wake Island. 
On the same day, In the Caribbean, a recovery 
crew aboard a Navy destroyer pulled from 
the water a test version of a space capsule 
designed to carry the first American astro- 
naut into space, 

The quiet Worcester physicist whose deter- 
mination and genius opened a new epoch in 
human history; had at last beyond all ques- 
tion been recognized both by his Govern- 
ment and by science. 

And the newest scar on the moon's sur- 
face is testimony to Goddard's greatest. 
With his rockats he launched the whole 
science which has produced such triumphs. 



Le^t We Forget 



Ideas that made possible :the recent 
rocket flight to' the moon, it is evident 
that this honor has been 4*1 too long 
delayed. ; 

To send a rocket to the moon was Pro- 
fessor Goddard's dream. Beset by an 
army of incredulous skeptics and doubt- 
ing Thomases, he persisted with little 
encouragement indeed to conduct his 
complex experiments. >; 

Looking hack at his sorry ^experiences 
and the shabby treatment he received 
from Government officials and others, 
one f>ct stands out with stark clarity — 
lack of vision, yes, with few exceptions, 
even .lack of common courtesy and con- 
sideration from Government officials and 
the industrial and academic leaders of 
Goddard's day. 

A crippling intolerance of his ideas 
faced him at almost every turn. More 
often than not. he was rejected and 



as far as the moon." \ Dr. Robert H. God- 
dard in his paper on "A Method of Reach- 
ing Extreme Altitudes ,*.' submitted to the 
Smithsonian Institution in 1919.) 

It was never given this man to see his 
dream come true. But; 1 he knew — 40 years 
ago — that scientists could and would land a 
rocket on the moon* Goddard's conviction 
and the basic work which he did in the field 
have proved to be t&e most important 
propellant of alL ) 

While the Russians are getting credit for 
landing the first manmade device on the 
moon's surface, it is appropriate to acknowl- 
edge the man who first told us (and them) 
that the feat could be accomplished. 

Congress has voted ft gold medal in honor 
of the late Robert H. Godtfard, and no trib- 
ute could be more deserved. As the pioneer 
of rocketry, he merits all the honor that we — 
or the space age— can give him. 

Goddard was a shy man and was repelled 
by the sensationalism with which his theo- 
ries about space nights wiere treated in the 
press. As a man of sclende, he was appalled 
at the popular distortions of his ideas and the 
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HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI 

0¥ ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOTJS? OP REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 14, 195$ 

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr Speaker, In 
view of the tremendous public interest 
and sincere concern that citizens across 
the land have displayed jn the visit of 
Soviet Dictator Khrushchev to the 
United States, I enclose what I consider 
.tpjbte^one . of the most -interesting and, 
thought provoking editorials that I have 
seen regarding this question. 

This editorial appeared in- a recent 
issue of the Chicago Daily Calumet, one 
of the outstanding community news- 
papers in the country: 

Lest We Forget 

LEST WE FORCEIV-WKAT THE! HAVE SAID 

Khrushchev said: 

"If you don't like us, don't accept our 
invitations and doryt invite us to come to see 
you. Whether you^ like it ox not, history is 
on our side. We wllj bury you," 

"If anyone thlnksj that our smiles mean the 
abandonment of thje teachings of Marx, En- 
gels, and Lenin> lie Is deceiving himself 
cruelly. Those whfc> expect this to happen 
might Just as well ^ait for a shrimp to learn 
how to whistle." ] 

"The Commurvtsti will destroy capitalism, 
not with nuclear weapons hut through the 
spread of the ideology- We are as sure of 
this as we are sure the sun will rise tomor- 
row. All we have to ^io is grease our Ideology 



with butter." 
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W.C. Sullivan" 
Tele. Room . 
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REQUEST FOR DIRECTOR TO SEND LETTER 
TO BE READ AT TESTIMONIAL DINNER FOR 
ALJ-RE^BHLBERG 
JANUARY 26, 1960 
NEW YORK CITY 

By telegram 12-17-59 George Sokolsky advised a testimonial 

I dinner would be held for Alfred Kohlberg at the Waldorf Astoria 1-26-60 on the 
occasion of Kohlberg's 73rd birthday and to "publicly honor one of the valiant 
fighters against communism. " Among those who accepted membership on the 
Sponsoring Committee were General Albert Wedemeyer, Herbert Hoover and 
"five or six other distinguished friends of Alfred- " according to Sokolsky. 
Sokolsky invited the Director to be a member of the Sponsoring Committee. 

I mentioned this matter telephonically to the Director 12-18-59. 
In view of Kohlberg's background it was recommended that Sokolsky be advised 
in confidence that the Director was not personally familiar with Kohlberg, 
consequently, Sokolsky might like to choose someone else. 

I talked with Sokolsky the same date. He advised that he was unaware 
of the telegram inasmuch as his secretary had sent the telegram out without his 
knowledge. He stated he certainly understood the Director's situation and would 
press the matter no further. ^Wk^li, 



NTAWED 



INFORMATION IN BUREAU FILES RE KOHEffERG: HEREIN IS 




wlASSIRED 



3 uncfi 



Kohlberg is an importer of Chinese textiles'drid bperat^^^e^tS^^ 
firm name of Alfred Kohlberg, Inc. , New York City. In the past he has "puEUiglied 
"Plain Talk" and "Freeman,." anticommunist periodicals. In 1944 KoUfc^^was 
active in the American Council of the Institute of Pacific Relations. , ^^carried on 
an active campaign to oust the leadership on charges it followed a pro-communist 
line. Kohlberg has been a vigorous supporter of the Chinese Nationalist Government. 
We conducted Registration Act investigation of Kohlberg in 1945. There was no 
prosecution. He has been interviewed on a number of occasions and has been 
generally cooperative.. How ever, in several instances, he disclosed to newspapers 
the nature of the interviews. | 



] Kohlberg is on the "do>iot contact list" as a result of 
rr 

/SO p 0I ^o 

contiMje^^^age 



advising newspapers concerning interviews with FBI^Agents^ , 
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DeLoach to Mohr 1 - $ - 60 

Re: Request for Director to Send Letter to 
Be Read at Testimonial Dinner for 
Alfred Kohlberg, 1-26-60, NYC 



RECENT ACTION: 

George Sokolsky called me 1-6-60 and stated he hated to bring this 
matter up again in view of past conversation, however, he was being pressured by 
his committee to ask the Director to send a letter of commendation concerning 
Kohlberg which could be read at the testimonial. It was mentioned that Herbert 
Hoover was doing this as was General Wedemeyer and others. 

ACTION: 



That I again inform Sokolsky the Director appreciates his personal 
interest in the matter and is glad to be of assistance to Sokolsky at any time, 
however, under the circumstances, the Director and the FBI know little concerning 
Kohlberg f s anticommunist work, consequently, it would be somewhat presumptuous 
for the Director to inject himself into this matter. I will inform Sokolsky in 

U confidence that very frankly Kohlberg on a number of occasions has violated the 
FBI's confidence by advising newspapers of interviews with FBI Agents. 
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J EDGAR HOOVER, FBI ALL INFORMATION C0N?A#E0 S.v{r> 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 



A GROUP OF ALFRED KOHLBERG'S FRIENDS ARE 0RGANI2ING A 



TESTIMONIAL DINNER FOR KIM AT THE WALDORF ASTORIA ON THE 
OCCASION OF HIS SEVENTY-THIRD BIRTHDAY ON JANUARY 26TH. 
WE BELIEVE IT IS TIME TO PUBLICLY HONOR ONE OF THE VALIANT 
FIGHTERS AGAINST COMMUNISM. GEN. ALBERT WED E MEYER HAS ACCEPTED 
CHAIRMANSHIP OF SPONSORING DINNER COMMITTEE WHICH WILL ALSO INCLUDE 
HERBERT HOOVER AND FIVE OR SIX OTHER DISTINGUISHED FRIENDS OF 

(ALFRED. I HOPE YOU WILL AGREE TO JOIN WITH WED E MEYER , HOOVER 
AND MYSELF AS A MEMBER OF THIS COMMITTEE. YOU WILL HAVE NO 
RESPONSIBILITY EXCEPT FOR LENDING YOUR NAME. PLEASE WIRE, OR 
TELEPHONE WHAT I HOPE WILL BE YOUR AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSE TO JflffRVIN" 




LIEBMAN, 343 LEXINGTON AVENUE, NEW YORK CITY, MURRAY HI L|f 9-6836. 
REGARDS AND BEST WISHES rf7~ %~&<*JL / i 



GEOR bl^ ff SHC OLSKY 



18 JAN 19 I960 



442P 



JREC-82 




26 343 '9-6836. 



/ 



58 JMJ 22t3o0 



NOTED 




/? 



~s^^red ^J^oklbercj, ^binner (Committee 

343 Jlexinalon -Avenue, Jiftk 3loor 




HJedemeuer 
Chairman 

Style* (Bridged 
Charted Cooke 
Charles £dldon 
{Barry, (joldwater 
^Merhert Jdoover 
'WJiltiam 5?. J^nowland 
Jdenru /2 jCuce 
Frederick ty. f^einiclte 
Cjeorae £, Soboldbu 
£ Wake, 




Mr. Tolso 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Parsons^ 
Mr. Be 
Mr. Cs 
Mr. Vt 
Mr. MS 

Mr. MsGir.re 

Mr. Rosen 
/Mr. Tamm 

Mr. W.C.SuIliJ^S 

Tele. Room- 



January 9^r.l 960am 




Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 



Dear Mr. Hoover:/ 




Alfred Kohlberg wi ll reach his seventy-third year on January 27, 
1960. Several friends of Alfred's thought this would be a fitting occasion 
to honor him for all that he has done for our country and for freedom in 
the world. I am pleased, indeed, to be Chairman of the small and informal 
committee organized to arrange a dinner on January 26, 1960, at which all 
Alfred's friends can gather together to do him the honor he so richly deserves. 

The Dinner will be held in the Starlight Roof of the Waldorf Astoria 
Hotel in New York City at 7:00 P.M. on Tuesday, January 26th. If dis- 
tance and schedule do not permit you to personally join in this occasion, 
you may wish to take the opportunity to send a message to Alfred KohlbfeJ-g 



which can be read from the dais, 
receive such a communication. 



I know that Alfred will be pleased 



«. . n^^~* n ^S?^^*^,.-^ Please wire or wri 

ALL INFOHMATIGf C0NTA1NEBU Alfred Kohlberg Di 



write whatever sentiments you wish expressed care 
nner Committee at the above address. 



-HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

mi^iAoM^^Sfi^mMW, . ,n * ese cruclal a " d h *T A ? r Z ' l l I 1 b \ good . for aM of » s > # 

V united in the same cause to which Alfred Kohlberg has given consistent 
r/t 197 S/Y fatn&> 4?k*#<W leadership through the years, to meet together either in person or through 

such correspondence as suggested above . 



I look forward to hearing from you. With all best wishes and many 




Yours s 



FEB' 21960 ' 




Albert C. Wedemeyi 



ALL INFO-iV^:: CONTAINER 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

KOHLBERG DINNER COMMITTEE 
343 Lexington Avenue, Fifth Floor 
New York 16, New York. 



KOHLBERS DINNER COMMITTEE 

343 Lexington Avenue, Fifth Floor 
New York 16, New York 

Gentlemen: 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN iS UNCLASSIFIED 

mte , ?//*4? m^&ma&tfs 



I will be happy to attend the dinner to honor Alfred Kolhberg on Tuesday, 
January 26, I960 at 7:00 P.M. in the Starlight Roof of the Waldorf Astoria Hotel 
in New York City. 



I enclose $ for.. 

table for ten $120). 



reservations (tickets are $12 each; 



NAME. 



please prfnt 



ADDRESS.. 



CITY.. 



..ZONE STATE.. 



Please make checks payable to KOHLBERS DINNER COMMITTEE. Please indicate names of your 
guests on reverse side. Your tickets will be mailed to you at the above address. 
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REQUEST FOR DIRECTOR TO SEND LETTER 
TO BE Rj&D AT TESTIMONIAL DINNER FOR 
AT.FRET^QflLBERG 
NEW YORK CITY 
JANUARY 26, 1960 




DeLoach to Mohr memorandum dated 1-7-60 reflects that 
George Sokolsky invited the Director to be a member of the sponsoring 
committee for the dinner to be held for Alfred Kohlberg. In view of Kohlberg' s 
background, it was recommended that Sokolsky be advised that the Director was 
not personally familar with Kohlberg and subsequently he might like to choose 
someone else. Mr. DeLoach talked with Sokolsky the same day and Sokolsky 
advised he was not aware of the telegram inasmuch as his secretary had sent it 
without his knowledge. He said he understood the Director 1 s position and would 
press the matter no further. Sokolsky later contacted Mr. DeLoach and indicated 
he was being pressured by his committee to ask the Director to send a letter of 
commendation concerning Kohlberg. It was again recommended and approved that 
Sokolsky be informed that the Director knows little concerning Kohlberg' s anti- 
communist .work and that it would be somewhat presumptuous for the Director to 
inject himself into this matter. It was further recommended that Sokolsky be 
I advised in a confidence that Kohlberg, on a number of occasions, has violated the 
I FBI's confidence by advising newspapers of interviews with FBI Agents. Attached 
letter dated 1-9-60 is yet another request for the Director to attend this occasion 
and if unable to do this, to send a message to Kohlberg which would be read at the 
dinner. 

Since Sokolsky has been twice advised of the Director's view on 
this matter, and since it appears that this committee is aware of the Director's 
refusal to send a message it is felt that the matter might best be hancft^cLby a &jt 
telephonic contact with General Wedemeyer. yvlmjJ*^/ 

ate- to 




RECOMMENDATION: 




That Mr^ DeLoach call General Wedemeyer reiterating the 
above position of the Director. -^i%j^J&6 
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Alfr edKo h lber g 

V I WEST 370 STREET 

New York ie,N.Y. 



To the Managing Editor 



Dear Sir: 



February 12, I960 

ALL mZ^m CONTAINED ^^^O ^ y 
HEREIN IS USEttSSIFED ^/fj^^^V^ - 

Last year when Anastas Mikoyan, vice-Premier of the U.S.S.R. was in Washington, 
he paid a courtesy call on the then Secretary of Commerce, Lewis L. Strauss. Ad- 
miral Strauss presented him with a photostat copy of the first edition of Washington's 
Farewell Address as printed for President Washington by Messrs. W # Young, Mills & 
Son, pioneer printers of Philadelphia, in 1796. Mr. Strauss particularly invited Mr. 
Mikoyan's attention to the passage in the Address reading as follows: . . reason 
and experience both forbid us to expect national morality can prevail in exclusion of re 
ligious principle." Through the courtesy of Admiral Strauss I am enabled to present 
you with a photo-offset copy of the same original. 



Every February 22 the Farewell Address is read to the House of Representatives 
by a selected member honored by the assignment, and to the Senate by a Senator 
likewise so honored. Though Washington's admonitions long influenced both the 
domestic and foreign policies of the United States, and though the Address is twice 
printed in full in the Congressional Record of February 22nd each year, it is a fre- 
quently misunderstood document. Although Washington began work on the Address as 
early as 1793 (which early draft is still extant), he never delivered it verbally, instead 
arranging for publication first in Philadelphia and almost immediately thereafter all 
over the then United States. 

Among the most interesting features of the Address to me is the fact that of the ap- 
proximately 1400 words which President Washington devoted to Foreign Policy, 800 
were devoted to the argument that in the foreign relations of a nation, as in other affairs 
of life, honesty is the best policy. For the generation of Americans that made and 
broke the promises of the Atlantic Charter and the Declaration of Cairo (to mention 
only two), this might seem a new, instead of an old and long accepted, concept. 



Another of his recommendations, frequently incorrectly stated, is his advice against 
permanent alliances while recommending friendship for all people and temporary 
alliances to meet emergencies. 



I send you this reproduction of the original edition of the Address with the thought 
that you might wish to reproduce it, in whole or in part, in your issue of February ZZ^f 
or possibly to comment on it editorially. At the least, I hope you will find it worth^JE/' 
of a place in your/library. 



AK:am 
enc 




Very truly yours, 



i 7 FEB 29 I960 
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Alfred Kohlberg 
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J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, 25, D. C. 
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not to think it probable that I may have committ* 
ed many errors. Whatever they may be, f fer- 
vently befeech the Almighty to avert or mitigate 
the evils to which th?y may tend. I fhall alfo 
carry with me the hope that my Country will ne- 
ver ceafe to view them with indulgence ; and that 
after forty-five'years of my life dedicated to its fer- 
vice, with an upright zeal, the faults of incompe- 
tent abilities will be configned to oblivion, as my- 
felf miift foon be to the manfions of reft. 

Relying oil its kindnefs in this as in other 
things, and actuated by that fervent love to^ 
wards it, which is fo natural to a man, who views 
in it the native foil of himlelf and his progeni- 
tors for feveral . generations ; I anticipate with 
pleafing expe&ation that retreat, in which I pro- 
mife myfelf to realize, without alloy, the fweet 
enjoyment of partaking, in the midft of my fel- 
low Citizens, the benign influence of good laws 
under a free government — the ever favourite ob- 
ject of my heart, and the happy reward, as I 
truft, of our mutual cares, labours and dangers. 

United Stages, 1 
17//J September, 1796. J 
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tisfied thatour country, under all the circumftanc- 
es of the cafe, had a right to take, and was bound 
jn duty and intereft, to take a neutral pofition. 
Having taken it, 1 determined, as far as ftiould 
depend upon me, to maintain it, with moderation, 
perfeverance and firmnefs. 

The confutations which refpeft the right to 
hold this conduft, it is not neceffary on this oc. 
cafion to detail. I will only obferve, that accord- 
ing to my underftanding of the matter, that 
right, fo far from being denied by any of the 
Belligerent Powers, has been virtually admitted 
by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduft may be 
inferred, without any thing more, from the ob- 
ligations which juftice and humanity impofe on 
every nation, in cafes in which it is free to aft, 
to maintain inviolate the relations of peace and 
amity towards other nations. 

The inducements of intereft for obferving that 
conduft will beft be referred to your own reflec- 
tions and experience. With me, a predominant 
motive has been to endeavour to gain time to 
our country to fettle and mature its yet recent in- 
ititu'tions, and to progrefs without interruption, 
to that degree of ftrength and confiftency, which 
is nece(Tary to give it, humanly fpeaking, the com- 
mand of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my ad- 
miniftration, I am unconfcious of intentional er- 
ror : lam nevertheless too fen&ble of my defefts 
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ral to party diffention, which in different ages and 
countries has perpetrated the moft horrid enormj. 
ties, is itfelf a frightful defpotifm. — But this leads 
at length to a more formal and permanent defpo- 
tifm. — The diforders and miferies, which refult, 
gradually incline the minds of men to feek fecurity 
and repofe in the abfolute power of an individual : 
and fooner or later the chief of fome prevailing 
fa&ionmore able or more fortunate than his com- 
petitors, turns this difpofition to the purpofes of his 
own elevation, on the ruins of Public Liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of 
thi& kind (which neverthelefs ought not to be en- 
tirely out of fight) the common anft continual mif- 
chiefs of the fpirit of party are fufticient to make 
It: the intereft and duty of a wife People to difcou. 
rage and reftrain it. 

It ferves always to diftra£t the Public Council^ 
and enfeeble the Public Adminifttation. It agi- 
tates the community with ill-founded jealoufies and 
£alfe alarms ; kindles the ahimofity of one part 
againlt another, foments occafionatly riot and in. 
furre&ion. It opens the door to ipreign influence 
and corruption, which find a facilitated accefs to 
the government itfelf through the channels of par. 
t y paffions. Thus the policy and the will of one 
country are fubjetted to the polity and will of 
another- 

There is an opinion that parties in free coun- 
tries are ufeful checks upon the adaniniftration of 
tfee Government, and ferve to keepalive the fpirit 
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cerns. This Government, the offspring of our 
own choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted 
upon full inveftigation and mature deliberation 
completely free in its principles, in the diftribu- 
tion of its powers, uniting fecurity with energy, 
and containing within itfelf a provifion for its own 
amendment, has a juft claim to your confidence 
and your fupport. Refpeft for its authority, com- 
pliance with its laws* acquiefcence in its meafures, 
are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxiajsr of 
true Liberty. The bafis of our political fyftems is the 
right of the people to make and to alter their Con. 
ftitutions of Government — But, the Conftitution 
which at any time exifts, - till changed by an expli- 
cit and authentic aft of the whole people, is fa- 
credly obligatory upon all. The very idea of the 
power and the right of the people to eilablifh Go- 
vernment, prefuppofes the duty of every individu- 
al to obey the eftablifhed Government. 

All obftru&ions to the execution of the Laws 

9 

all combinations and aflbciations, under whatever 
plaufible chara&er, with real defign to dire&j con- 
troul, counteract, or awe the regular deliberation 
and a&ion of the conftituted authorities, are de- 
ftru&ive of this fundamental principle, and of fa. 
tai tendency. They ferve to organize fadion, to 
give it an artificial and extraordinary force — 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the 
nation, the will of a party, often a fma.ll but art- 
ful and enterprizing minority of the community ; 
and, according to the alternate triumphs of differ- 
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ent parties, to make the public adminiftration the 
mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous pro- 
jects of fa&ion, rather than the organ of confid- 
ent and wholefome plans digefted by common 
councils, and modified by mutual interefts. 

However combinations or aflbciations of the 
above defcription may now and then anfwer popu- 
lar ends, they are likely in the courfe of time and 
things, to become potent engines, by which cun- 
ning, ambitious and unprincipled men will be en- 
abled to fubvert the power of the people, and to 
ufurp for themfelves the reins of Government ; 
deftroying afterwards the very engines which have 
lifted them to unjuft dominion. 

Towards the preservation of your Govern- 
ment, and the permanency of your prefent happy 
ftate, it is requifite, not only that you fteadily » 
difcountenance irregular oppofitions to its acknowl- 
edged authority, but alfo that you refift with care 
the fpirit of innovation upon its principles howe- 
ver fpecious the pretexts. — One method of af- 
fault may be to effeft in the forms of the conltitu- 
tion alterations which will impair the energy of 
the fyftem, and thus to undermine what cannot be 
dire&ly overthrown. In all the changes to which 
you may be invited, remember that time and ha- 
bit are at leaft as necelfary to fix the true charac^ 
ter of governments, as of other humari inftitutL 
ons-that experience is the fureft ftandard, by which 
to teft the real tendency of the exifting conftituti- 
on of a country—that Facility in changes upon the 
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credit of mere hypothefis and opiniort, expofes to 
perpetual change, from the endlefs variety of hy 
pothefis and opinion ; and remember, efpecially^ 
that for the efficient management of your com- 
mon interefli, in a country fo extenfive as ours? 
a government of as much vigour as is confident 
with the perfect fecurity of liberty, is indifpen_ 
fable. Liberty itfelf will find in fuch a govern, 
ment, with powers properly diftributed and ad- 
jufted, its fureft guardian. It is indeed little elfe 
than a name, where the government is two feeble 
to withftand the enterprises of fa&ion, to confine 
each member of the fociety within the limits pre- 
ferred by the laws, and fo maintain all in the 
fecure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 
perfon and property. 

I have already intimated to you, the danger of 
parties in the ftate, with particular reference to 
the founding of them on geographical difcrimina- 
tions. Letmejiow take a more comprehenfive 
view, and warn you in the moft folemn manne r 
againft the baneful effe&s of the fpirit of party, 
generally. 

This fpirit, unfortunately, is infeparable from 
our nature, having its root in the ftrongeft paffions 
of the human mind. It exifts under different fhapes 
in all governments more or lefs ftifled, controuled, 
G r repreffed ; but in thofe of the popular form, it 
is feen in its jgreateft ranknefs, and is truly their 
worft enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faftion over 
another, fliarpefced by the fpirit of revenge, natu- 
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inhabitants of our weftern country have lately had 
a ufeful leflbn on this head : they have feen in 
the negociation by the Executive, and in the una- 
nimous ratification by the Senate, of the treaty 
with Spain, and in the univerfalfatisfa&ionat that 
event; throughout the United States, a decifive 
proof how unfounded were the iufpicions propa- 
gated among them of the policy in the General 
Government and in the Atlantic States unfriendly 
to their interefts in regard of the Mississippi : 
they have been witneffes to the formation of two 
treaties, that with Great Britain asid that with 
Spain, which fecure to them every thing they could 
defire, in refpeft to our foreign relations, towards 
confirming their profperity. Will it not be their 
wifdom to reYy for the prefervation of thefe advan- 
tages on the Union by which they were procured ? 
Will they not henceforth be deaf to thofe advif. 
ers, if fuch there are, who would fever them from 
their Brethren and conned them with aliens ? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your Union, 
a Government for the whole is indifpenfable — No 
alliances, however ftrift, between the parts can 
be an adequate fubftitute ; they muft inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which 
all alliances in all times have experienced, Sen- 
fible of this momentous truth, you have improv- 
ed upon your firft effay, by the adoption of a 
Conftitution of Government better calculated than 
your former for an intimate Union, and for the 
efficacious management of your common con- 
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of Liberty. This within certain limits is probably 
true ; and in Governments of a Monarchical caft, 
Patriotifm may look with indulgence, if not with 
favour upon the fpirit of party. But in thole of 
the popular charafter, in Governments purely elect- 
ive, it is a fpirit not to be encouraged* From their 
natural tendency, it is certain there will always be 
enough of that fpirit for every falutary purpofe. 
Arid there being conftant danger of excefs, the ef- 
fort ought to be, by force of public opinion, to 
mitigate and affuage it. A fire not to be quench- 
ed ; it demands a uniform vigilance to prevent its 
burfting into a flame, left, inftead of warming it 
fhould confume. 

It is important likewife, that the habits of think- 
ing in a free country, fhould infpire caution, in 
thofe entrufted with its adminiftration, to confine 
themfelves within their refpe&ive conftitutional 
fpheres, avoiding in the exercife of the powers of 
one department to encroach upon another. The 
fpirit of encroachment tends to confolidate the pow- 
ers of all the departments in one, and thus to cre- 
ate, whatever the form of government, a real def- 
potilm. A juft eftimate of that love of power, ana 
pronenefs to abufe it, which predominates in the 
human heart, is fufficient to fatisfy us of the trutfy 
of this pofition. The neceffity of reciprocal checks 
in the exercife of political power ; by dividing and 
diftributirig it into different depofitories, and con. 
ftituting each the Guardian of the Public Weal 
againft invafions by the others, has been evinced by 
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.experiments ancient and modern : fome of them 
in our country and under our own eyes. To pre* 
ferve them muft be as neceffary as to inftitute them. 
If, in the opinion of the People, the diftribution or 
modification of the conftitutional powers be in any 
particular wrong, let it be corre&ed by an amend- 
ment in a way which the conftitution defignates. — 
But let there be no change by ufurpation ; for 
though this, in one inftance, may be the inftru- 
ment of good, it is the cuftomary weapon by which 
free governments are deftroyed. — The precedent 
muft always greatly overbalance in permanent evil 
any partial or tranfient benefit which the ufe can 
at any time yield. 

Of all the difppfitions and habits which lead to 
political profperity, Religion and Morality are in- 
difpenfable fupports. — In vain would that man 
claim the tribute of Patriotifm, who fhould labour 
tofubvert thefe great pillars of human happinefs, 
thefe firmed props of the duties of Men and Citi- 
zens. — The mere Politician, equally with the pious 
man, ought to refpeft and to cheriih them.— r-A vo- 
lume could not trace all their connexions with 
private and publick felicity* Let it fimply be afk- 
ed where is the fecurity for property, for reputa- 
tion, for life, if the fenfe of religious obligation 
defert the oaths, which are the inftruments of invef- 
tigation in Courts of Juftice ? And let us with 
caution indulge the fuppofition, that morality can 
be.maintained without religion. Whatever may 
be conceded to the influence of refined education 
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exhibit the continuance of the Union as a prima- 
ry objefl: of patriotic defire. — Is there a doubt 5 
whether a common government can embrace fo 
large a fphere ? — Let experience folve it. To lif- 
ten to mere (peculation in fuch a cafe were crimi- 
nal. We are authorifed to hope that a proper or- 
ganization of the whole, with the auxiliary agen- 
cy of governments for the refpe&ive fubdivifions, 
will afford a happy iffue to the experiment. 'Tis 
well worth a fair and full experiment. With 
fuch powerful and obvious motives to Union, af~ 
fe&ing all parts of our country, while experience 
fhall not have demonftrated its impra&icability, 
there will always be reafon to diftruft the patriot- 
ifm of thofe, who in any quarter may endeavour 
to weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the caufes which may difturb 
our Union, it occurs as matter of ferious concern, 
that any ground fhould have been furnifhed for 
chara&erifing parties by Geographical discrimina- 
tions — Northern and Southern — Atlantic and Wefl m 
em ; whence defigning men may endeavour to exr 
cite a belief that there is a real difference of lo- 
cal interefts and views. One of the expedients of 
party to acquire influence, within particular dif„ 
tri&s, is to mifreprefent the opinions and aims of 
other diftri&s. You cannot Ihield yourfelves too 
much againft the jealoufies and heart burnings 
which fpring from thefe mifreprefentations : they 
tend to render alien to each other thofe who ought 

to be bound together by fraternal affection. The 

C 
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Our detached and diftant fituation invites and 
enables us to purfue a different courfe. If we 
remain one people, under an efficient govern- 
ment, the period is not far oif, when we may de- 
fy material injury from external annoyance : when 
we may take fuch fuch an attitude as will caufe 
the neutrality, we may at any time refolve upon, 
to be fcrupuloufly refpefted ; when belligerent 
nations, under the impoffibility of making acqui- 
fitions upon us* will not lightly hazard the giving 
us provocation ; when we may choofe peace or 
war, as our intereft, guided by juftice, fhall coun- 
fel. 

Wmv. forego the advantages of fo peculiar a fi- 
tuation ? Why quit our own to (land upon foreign 
ground ? Why, by interweaving our deftiny 
with that of any part of Europe, entangle our 
peace and profperity in the toils of European 
ambition, rivalfhip, intereft 3 humour or caprice? 

>r tis our true policy to fteer clear of permanent 
alliances, with any portion of the foreign world ; 
fo far, I mean, as we are now at liberty to do 

; for let me not be underftood as capable of 
patrdmifing infidelity to exifting engagements. I 
hole} the maxim no lefs applicable to public than 
to private affairs, that honefty is always the beft 
policy. I repeat it, therefore, let thofe engage- 
ments be obferved in their genuine fenfe. But in 
my Opinion, it is uiineceffary and would be un- 
wifeto extend them. 

Taking care always to keep ourfelves, by fuit- 
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thies agairift particular nations, and paflionate at- 
tachments for others, ftiould be excluded ; and 
that in place of themjuft and amicable feelings to- 
wards all fliould be cultivated. The nation, which 
indulges towards another an habitual hatred, or 
an habitual fondnefs, is in fome degree a flave. 
It is a flave to its animofity or to its affection, ei- 
ther of which is fufficient to lead it aftray from its 
duty and its intereft. Antipathy in one nation a- 
gainft another difpofes each more readily' to offer 
infult and injury, to lay hold of flight caufes of 
umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable, when 
accidental or. trifling occafions of difpute occur. 
Hence frequent collifions, obftinate, envenomed 
and bloody contefts. The nation, prompted by 
ill will and refentment, fometimes impels to war 
the government, contrary to the beft calculations 
of policy. The government fometimes partici- 
pates in the national propenfity , and adopts 
through paflion what reafon would rejeft ; at o- 
ther times, it makes the animofity of the natioif 
fubfervient to projefts of hoftiiity inftigated by 
pride, ambition, and other fmifter and pernicious 
motives. The peace often, fometimes perhaps the 
liberty, of nations has been the viftim. 

So likewife, a pafiionate attachment of one na_ 
tion for another produces a variety of evils. Sym- 
pathy for the favourite nation, facilitating the il- 
lufion of an imaginary common intereft, in cafes 
where no real common intereft .exifts, and infuf. 
Ing into one the enmities of the other, betrays the 
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former into a participation in the quarrels and 
wars of the latter, without adequate inducement 
or j unification. It leads alfo to conceffions to the 
favourite nation of privileges denied to others, 
which is apt doubly to injure the nation making 
the conceflious ; by unnecefifarily parting with 
what ought to have been retained ; and by excit- 
ing jealoufy, ill will, and a difpofition to retaliate 5 
in the parties from whom equal privileges are 
withheld : And it gives to ambitious, corrupted or 
deluded.citizens (who devote themfelves to the fa- 
vorite nation) facility tobetray or facrifice the inter- 
efts of their own country, without odium, fome- 
times even with popularity ; gilding with the ap- 
pearances of a virtuous fenfe of obligation, a com- 
mendable deference for public opinion, or a laud- 
able zeal for public good, the bafe or foolHh com- 
pliances of ambition, corruption or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumera- 
ble ways, fuch attachments are particularly alarm- 
ing to the truly enlightened and independent pa- 
triot. How many opportunities do they afford to 
tamper with domeftic fa&ions, to practice the arts 
of feduftion, to miflead public opinion, to influ- 
ence or awe the Public Councils! Such an at- 
tachment of a fmall or weak, towards a great and 
powerful nation, dooms the former to be the fa- 
tellite of the latter. 

Against the infidious wiles of foreign influ- 
ence (I conjure you to believe me, fellow-citizens) 
the jealoufy of a free people ought to be conjlantly 
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awake ; fince hiftory and experience proVe that 
foreign influence is one of the mod baneful^ foes of 
Republican Government. But that jealoufy to be 
ufeful muft be impartial ; elfe it becomes the in- 
ftrument of the very influence to be avoided, in- 
ftead of a defence againft it.— r-Exceflive partiality 
for one foreign nation, and exceflive diflike pf a- 
npther, caufe thoie whom they aftuate to fee dan- 
ger only on one fide, and ferve to veil and even 
to fecond the arts of influence on the other.— Re- 
al patriots, who may refift the intrigues of the far 
vourite, are liable to become fufpe&ed and odious ; 
while its tools and dupes ufurp the applaufe and 
confidence of the people, to furrender their inter- 
efts. 

The great rule of conduct for us, in regard 
to foreign nations, is in extending our commerci- 
al relations, to have with them as little political 
connection as poflible. So far as we have already 
formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with 
perfeft good faith,— Here let us flop. 

Europe has a fet of primary interefts, ^hich 
to us have none, or a very remote relation. 
Hence ihe muft be engaged in frequent controvert 
fies, the catifes of which are effentially foreign 
to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it muft be 
unwife in us to implicate ourfelves* by artificial 
ties, in the ordinary viciflitudes of her politics, 
or the ordinary combinations and collifions of her 
friendihip?, or enmities. 
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cally bear in mind, that towards the payment of 
debts there mud be revenue : that to have reve- 
nue there mud be taxes ; that no taxes can be de- 
vifed which are not more or lefs inconvenient and 
unpleafant ; that the intrinfic embarraflVnent in- 
feparable from the felection of the proper obje&s 
(which is always a choice of difficulties) ought to 
be a decifive motive for a candid conftru&ion of 
the conduct of the government in making it, and 
for a fpirit of acquiefcence in the meafures for ob- 
taining revenue which the public exigencies may 
at any time di&ate. 

Observe good faith and juftice towards all na- 
tions, cultivate peace and harmony with all ; re- 
ligion and morality enjoin this conduft ; and can 
it be that good policy does not equally enjoin it ? 
It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and, at 
no diftant period, a great nation, to give to man- 
kind the magnanimous and,too novel example of 
a people always guided by an exalted juftice and 
benevolence. Who can doubt that in the cpurfe 
of time and things, the fruits of fuch a plan would 
richly repay any temporary advantages which 
might be loft by a fteady adherence to it ? Can it 
be, that Providence has not connected the perma- 
nent felicity of a nation with its virtue ? The ex- 
periment, at leaft, is recommended by every fenti- 
ment which ennobles human nature. Alas ! is it 
rendered impoffible by its vices ! 

In the execution of fuch a plan, nothing is more 
efiential than that permanent, inveterate antipar 
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able eftablifhments, on a refpe&able defenfive: 
pofture, we may fafely truft to temporary allian- 
ces for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourfe with all nations, 
are recommended by policy, humanity, and in- 
tereft. But even our commercial policy fhouid 
hold an equal and impartial hand ; neither feek- 
ihg nor granting exclufive favours or preferences ; 
confulting the natural courfe of things ; diffufmg 
and diverfifying by gentle means the ftreams 
of commerce, but forcing nothing ; eftablifhing, 
with powers fo difpofed, in order to give trade 
a liable courfe, to define the rights of our mer- 
chants, and to enable the government to fupport 
them ; conventional rules of intercourfe, the beft 
thatprefent circumftances and mutual opinion will 
permit, but temporary, and liable to be from timb 
to time abandoned or varied, as experience anjd 
circumftances, (hall di&ate ; conftamly keeping 
in view, that 'tis folly in one nation to look for 
difinterefted favours from another; that it mud 
pay with a portion of its independence for what. 
ever it may accept under that character; that by 
fuch acceptance, it may place itfeif in the condL 
tion of haying given equivalents . for nominal fa- 
vours,and yet of being reproached with ingratitude 
for not giving more. There can be no greater 
error than to expeft, or calculate upon real fa- 
vours from nation to nation. 'Tis an illufion 
which experience mufl cure, which a juft pride 
ought to difcard. 
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In offering to you my countrymen, thefe coun^ 
fels of an old and affectionate friend, I dare not 
hope they will make the ftrong and lafting im. 
prefiion I could wifli ; that they will controul the 
ufual current of the paffions, or prevent our nation 
from running the courfe which has hitherto mark- 
ed the deftiny of nations : But if I may even flat- 
ter myfelf, that they may be produdive of fome 
partial benefit, fome occafional good ; that they 
may now and then recur to moderate the fury of 
party fpirit, to warn againft the mifchiefs of fo- 
reign intrigue, to guard againft the impoftures of 
pretended patriotifm ; this hope will be a fall 
recompence for the folicitude of your welfare, by 
which they have been di&ated. 

How far in the difcharge of my official duties, 
I have been guided by the principles that have been 
delineated, the public records and other evidenc- 
es of my conduct muft witnefs to you and to the 
world. To myfelf, the affurance of my own con. 
fcience is, that I have at leaft believed myfelf to 
be guided by them. 

In relation to the ftill fubfifting war in Europe, 
my proclamation of the 2 2d of April, 1793, is the 
index to mydPlan. San&ioned by your approv- 
ing voice and by that of your Reprefentatives in 
both Houfes of Congrefs, the fpirit of that mea- 
fure has continually governed me ; uninfluenced 
by any attempts to deter or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination with the aid 
of the beft lights I could obtain, I was well fa- 
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on minds of peculiar ftrufture; reafon and expe 
rience both forbid us to expeft that national mol 
rality can prevail in exclufion of religious principle. 

'Tis fubftantially true, that virtue or morality 
is a neceffary fpring of popular government. The 
rule indeed extends with more or lefs force to eve, 
ry fpecies of free government. Who that is a fin" 
cere friend to it can look with indifference upon 
attempts to fliake the foundation of the fabric ? 

Promote, then, as an objea of primary impor- 
tance, inftitutions for the general diffufion of 
knowledge— In proportion as the ftrudure of a 
government gives force to public opinion, it is ef- 
fential that public opinion fhculd be enlightened. 

As a very important fource of ftrcngth and fe- 
curity, cherifh public credit. One method of pre- 
ferving it is to ufe it as fparingly as poffible; a- 
voiding occafions of expence by cultivating pelce, 
but remembering alfo that timely difburfements' 
to prepare for danger frequently prevent much 
greater difburfements to repel it ; avoiding like- 
wife the accumulation of debt, not only by flnm- 
ning occafions of expence, but by vigorous exer- 
tions in time of peace to difcharge the debts which 
. unavoidable wars may have occafioned, not un- 
generoufly throwing upon pofterity the burthen 
whim we ourfelves ought to bear.— The execu- 
tion of thefe maxims belongs to your reprefenta- 
tives, but it is neceffary that public opinion mould 
co operate.— To facilitate to them the performance 
of their duty, it is effential that you mould practi 

D 
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be remembered to your praife, and as an inftruc- 
tivi example in our annals, that under circum. 
fiances in which the paffions, agitated in every di- 
re£lion, were liable to miflead, amidft appearances 
fometimes dubious, — viciffitudes of fortune of- 
ten difcouraging, — in fituations in which not un_ 
frequently want of fuccefs has countenanced the 
fpirit of criticifm — the conftancy of your fupport 
was the eflential prop of the efforts, and a guaran- 
tee of the plans by which they were effe&ed. 

Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I fhall car- 
ry it with me to my grave, as a ftrong incitement 
to unceafing vows that Heaven may continue to 
you the choiceft tokens of its beneficence — that 
your union and brotherly affe&ion may be perpe- 
tual — that the free conftitution, which is the work 
of your hands, may be facredly maintained — that 
its admmiftration in every department may be 
(tamped with wifdom and virtue — that, in fine, 
the happinefs of the people of thefe States, under 
the aufpices of liberty, may be made complete, by 
fo careful a prefervation and fo prudent a ufe of 
this bleiiing as will acquire to them the glory of 
recommending it to the applaufe, the affeftion 
afcd adoption of every nation which is yet a ftran- 
ger to it. 

Here, perhaps, 1 ought to ftop. But a folici- 
tude for your welfare, which cannot end but with 
my life, and the apprehenfion of danger, natural 
to that folicitude, urge me on an oceafion like the 
jfcefent, to offer to your folemn contemplation, 
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and to recommend to your frequent review, fome 
fentiments ; which are the refult of much reflec- 
tion, of no inconfiderable obfervation, and which 
appear to me all-important to the permanency of 
your felicity as a People. Thefe will be offered 
to you with the more freedom, as you can only 
fee in them the difiziterefted warnings of a part- 
ing friend, who can poffibly have no perfonal mo- 
tive to bias his counfel. Nor can I forget, as an 
encouragement to it, your indulgent reception of 
my fentiments on a former and not diffirnilar oc- 
eafion. 

Interwoven "as is the love of liberty with e- 
very ligament of your hearts, no recommendation 
of mine is neceffary to fortify or confirm the at- 
tachment. 

The unity of Government which confiitutes 
you one people, is alfo now dear to you. It is 
juftly f o ; for it is a main pillar in the edifice of 
your real independence, the fupport of your tran- 
quility at home, your peace abroad ; of your fafe- 
ty ; of your prosperity \ of that very Liberty 
which you fo highly prize. But as it is eafy to 
forefee, that from different caufes and from dif- 
ferent quarters, much pains will be taken, many 
artifices employed to weaken in your minds the 
convi&ion of this truth ; as this is the point in 
your political fortrefs againft which the batteries 
of internal and external enemies will be moflcon- 
ftantly and adHvely (though often covertly and 
infidioufly) directed, it is of infinite moment, 
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that you fhould properly eftimate theimtnenfe va- 
*ue of your national Union, to your colle&ive 
and individual happinefs ; that you fhould cherifh 
a cordial habitual and immovable attachment to 
it ; accuftoming yourfelves to think and fpeak of 
it as of the Palladium of your political fafety and 
profperity ; watching for its prefervation with 
jealous anxiety ; difcountenancing whatever may 
fugged even a fufpicion that it can in any event 
be abandoned; and indignantly frowning upon 
the fint dawning of every attempt to alienate any 
portion of our country from the reft, or to enfee- 
ble the facred ties which now link together the va- 
rious parts. 

For this you have every Inducement of fym- 
pathy and interef!. Citizens by birth or choice, 
of a common country, that country has a right 
to concentrate your affe&ions. The name of 
American, which belongs to you, in your na- 
tional capacity, iriuft always exalt the juft pride cf 
Patriotifrn, more than any appellation derived 
from locai difcri mi nations. With flight {hades 
of difference, you have the fame religion, man- 
ners, habits and political principles. You have 
in a common caufe fought and triumphed together; 
the Independence and Liberty you poffefs are the 
work of joint councils, and joint efforts, of com. 
mon dangers, fufferings and fuceeffes. 

Bur thefe confiderations, however powerful- 
ly they addrefs themfelves to .your fenfibility, are 
greatly outweighed by thofe which apply more 
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The impreffions with which I firft undertook 
the arduous truft, were explained on the proper 
occafion. In the difcharge of this truft, I will on. 
ly fay, that I have with good intentions, contri- 
buted towards the organization and adminiflra- 
tion of the government, the befc exertions of 
which a very fallible judgment was capable. Not 
unconfeious, in the out fet, of the inferiority of 
my qualifications, experience in my own eyes, per- 
haps (till more in the eyes of others, has (length- 
ened the motives to diffidence of myfelf ; and eve- 
ry day the encreafing weight of years admoniflies 
me more and more, that the fliade of retirement 
is as necefTary to me as it will be welcome. Sa- 
tisfied that if any circumftances have given pecu- 
liar value to my fervices, they were temporary, I 
have the confolation to believe, that while choice 
and prudence invite me to quit the political fcene. 
patriotifrn does not forbid it. 1 

In looking forward to the moment, which is in. 
tended to terminate the career of my public life, 
my feelings do not permit me to fufpend the deep 
acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude which 
I owe to my beloved country, for the many he. 
nours it has conferred upon me ; ftill more for the 
fteadfaft confidence with which it has fupported 
me ; and for the opportunities I have thence en- 
joyed of manifefting my inviolable attachment, by 
fervices faithful and perfevering, though in ufe{ul- 
nefs unequal to my zeal. If benefits have refult- 
ed to our country from thefe fervices, hi it alwayi 
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nation. — x\ny other tenure by which the Weft can 
hold this effential advantage* whether derived 
from its own feparate ftrength, or from an apof- 
tate and unnatural connexion with any foreign 
power, muft be intrinfically precarious. 

While then every part of our country thus 
feels an immediate and particular intereft in Uni- 
on, all the parts combined cannot fail to find in 
the united mafs of means and eiTorts greater 
ftrength, greater refource, proportionably great- 
er fecurity from external danger, a lefs frequent 
interruption of their peace by foreign nations ; 
—and what is of ineftimable value ! they muft 
derive from Union an exemption from thofe 
broils and wars between themfelves, which fo fre- 
quently afflift neighbouring countries, not tied 
together by the fame government ; which their 
own rivalfliips alone would be fufficient to pro- 
duce, but which oppofite foreign alliances, at- 
tachments and intrigues would ftimulate and im- 
bitter. — Hence likewife they will avoid the necef- 
fity of thofe overgrown military eftablifhments, 
which under any form of government are inau- 
fpicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hoftile to Republican Liberty ; in 
this fenfe it is, that your Union ought to be eon- 
fidered as a main prop of your liberty, arid that 
the love of the one ought to endear to you the 
prefer vation of the other. 

These confiderations fpe^k a perfuafive Ian? 
guage to every reflecting and virtuous mind, and 



TO THE 



PEOPLE 

OT THfi 

UNITED STATES, 



Friends and Fellow-Citizens, 

The period for a new ele&ionof a Citizen to 
adniinifter the executive government of the Unit- 
ed States, being not far diftant, and the time actu- 
ally arrived, when your thoughts muft be employ- 
ed in defignating the perfon, who is to be cloath- 
ed with that important truft, it appears to me pro- 
per, efpeciaSly as it may conduce to a more dif- 
tinct expreflion of the public voice, that I fhould 
now apprife you of the refolution 1 have formed, 
to decline being confidered among the number of 
thofe, out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you, at the fame time, to do me the juf- 
tice to be affured, that this refolution has not been 
taken, without a ft rift regard to all the confidera- 
tions appertaining to the relation, which binds a 
dutiful citizen to his country ; and thar> in with- 
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drawing the tender of fervice which filsnce in my 
fituation might imply, I am influenced by no di- 
minution of zeal for your future intereft ; no de- 
ficiency of grateful refpeft for your pafl kindnefs ; 
but am fupported by a full convi&ion that the 
ftep is compatible with both; 

The acceptance of, and continuance hitherto in 
the office to which your fufFrages have twice call- 
ed me, have been a uniform facrifice of inclina- 
tion to the opinion of duty, and to a deference for 
what appeared to be your defire. I conftantly 
hoped, that it would have been much earlier in 
ray power, confidently with motives, which I was 
not at liberty to difregard, to return to that re- 
tirement, from which 1 had been relu&antly 
drawn. The ftrength of my inclination to do 
this, previous to the lafl ele&ion, had even led to 
the preparation of an addrefs to declare it to you ; 
but mature refle&ion on the then perplexed and 
critical pofhire of our affairs with foreign nations, 
and the unanimous advice of perfons entitled ta 
my confidence, impelled me to abandon the idea, 

I rejoice, that the ftate of your concerns, ex- 
ternal as well as internal, no longer renders the 
purfuit of inclination incompatible with the fenti_ 
ment of duty, or propriety ; and am perfuaded 
whatever partiality may be retained for my fer- 
vices, that in the prefent circumftances of our 
country, you will not difapprove my determina- 
tion no retire. 
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immediately to your intereft.— Here every porti- 
on of our country finds the mod commanding 
motives for carefully guarding and preferving the 
Union of the whole. 

The North, in an unreflrained intercourfe with 
the South, protected by the equal laws of a com- 
mon government, finds in the produ&ions of 
the latter, great additional refources of maritime 
.and commercial enterprife and precious materials 
of manufatturing induftry. — The. South in the 
fame intercourfe, benefitting by the Agency of 
the North, fees its agriculture grow and its com- 
merce expand. Turning partly into its own 
channels the feamen of the North, it finds its par- 
ticular navigation invigorated ; — and while it con- 
tributes, in different ways, to nourifh and in- 
creafe the general mafs of the national navigati- 
on, it looks forward to the protection of a mari- 
time ftrength, to which itfelf is unequally adapt- 
ed. — The Eaft, in a like intercourfe with the Weft, 
already finds, and in the progreflive improvement 
of interior communications, by land and water, 
will more and more find a valuable vent for the 
commodities which it brings from abroad, or ma- 
nufactures at home. — The Weft derives from the 
Eafl, fupplies requifite to its growth and comfort — 
and what is perhaps of ftill greater confequence, 
it muft of neceffity owe the fecure enjoyment of 
indifpenfible outlets for its own productions to 
the weight, influence, and the future maritime 
ftrength of the Atlantic fide of the Union, direct- 
ed by an indiflbluble community of intereft as or% 
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ALFRED KOHLBERG 

LIST OF PERSONS NOT TO BE CONTACTED 
WITHOUT PRIOR BUREAU AUTHORITY 
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Since May, 1954, Alfred Kohlberg has been on the M List 
Persons Not To Be Contacted Without Prior Bureau Authority. " 

Attached is an article from the April 8, 1960, issue of the "New 
York Times" which shows that Kohlberg died of a heart attack on the evening 
of April 7. Accordingly, Kohlberg 1 s name should be removed from the copies 
of the "Not to Contact" list which are maintained in your office and by 
personnel in the Administrative, Domestic Intelligence and Investigative 
Divisions, 

RECOMMENDATIONS; ^ 

(1) That Alfred Kohlberg 1 s name be deleted from the copy of the 
"Not to Contact" list in your office; and £bo£L e> 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED . 
HEREIN IS Ui)CLASS f ir£D Wt&*&>o#?L,~, 

(2) That this memorandum be routed to the Administrative, , 
Domestic intelligence and Investigative Divisions for deletion of Kohlberg' s 
name from the copies of the "Not to Contact" list which personnel of those 
Divisions maintain. 
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Enclosure 




1 - Mr. Belmont 
1 - Mr. Callahan 
1 - Mr. Rosen 
GWG:lln ^ 

68 
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Alfred Kohlberg, Importer, Dies, 
) F ighter A gainst Communism, 73 



Called 'Head of China Lobby' 
—Led the American Jewish 
League Against Reds 



Alfred Kohlberg, importer and 
vigorous foe of communism, and 
particularly of Communist 
China, died last night of a heart 
attack in his home at 29 East 
.jSixty-fourth Street, He was 73 
years old. 

Mr. Kohlberg often had b en 
called "the head of the China 
lobby," because of his deter- 
mined campaigns against Red 
China, which he had carried on 
relentlessly since the beginning 
of the regime of Mao Tse-tung. 

He was national chairman ,of 
the American Jewish League 
Against Communism, and his 
ceaseless activities against all 
persons of left-wing sympathies; 
both foreign and domestic* >had 



sometimes led his enemies .to 
cali him. "the Jewish Joe Mc* 
Carthy.v 2n fact, Mr. Kohlberg 
had worked with the late Sena- 
tor Joseph R. McCarthy of Wis- 
consin in digging out everything 
he considered subversive or, 
anti-American. 

In regard to the so-cajled 
f bina lobby, an organization 
supposed to work for the Chi- 
nese Nationalists* interest, he 
often denied that any sveh 
organization existed. 




The \>w York TJqiei^ 

Alfred. Kohlberg as he beldT" 
a news conference in i95& I 
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Detected Similarity of Lines 

, £>ne of Mr. Kohlberg's most 
spirited attacks was carried on 
a decade ago against the In- 
stitute of Pacific Relations, a 
privately supported' research 
agency, which he charged "was 
used by the Reds to orientate 
Xmerican Far Eastern policies 
toward Communist objectives/ 1 
Mr. Kohlberg, who for many 
years headed his own concern 
here that imported textiles from 
the Par East, thought In 1944 
that he detected a strong siniT 
ilarity between the line taken 
by the institute's publications 
and that of The Daily Worker, 
Communist newspaper . 

He made a careful study of 
hundreds of documents; to which 
he had ready access because at 
that time he was one of the in- 
stitute's directors. Convinced he 
ts right, he called upon his 
fellow-directors to 
purging the Is P. 
influence. 

Many well-known persons, 
among them educators, states- 
men and others in the public 
eye, belonged to the institute's 
board, hut few paid any^heed to 
the urgings of the virtually. un^ 
knowa textile importer. 

IJe sought and obtained a 
special board meeting/ -#ut/ ftV 
was ! outv6ted. Finally Mr: Kohl -H 
berg went to Washington and 
interested the Senate Subcom- 
mittee oh Internal Security in 
2tf£paus?4 The committee, agreed 1 
,m substance with 1 tar)'* Kota : 
IwgV findings, ■ 
"■"'In 1930 the Institute of Pa 1 - 
OifUv Relations denied all the 
charges ifrads against it by Mr. 
KohJberg, J 
■ {The same year he became 
;a -member of the special com- 
mittee on radio and television 
,of the Joint Committee Against 
ICortJmttnism in New York; This 



committee had much to do wj^tb 
the "purges'' of radio and tele- 
vision actors, writers^- producers 
and directors listed in the book-> 
let called "Red Channels/'. « 

Mr, Kohiberg retired as head 
of the American Jewish league 
Against Communism ui 1955, 
and Was named honorary presi- 
dent He was succeeded by 
Roy M. Cohn, who had been 
counsel to the McCarthy, sub- 
committee that investigated the 
Army. . ■ " [ ' 

Mr, Kohlberg was 1 an indefat- 
igable writer of letters to : the 
newspapers, on the Chinese Com- 
munist question. At one time he- 
was 1 President of the Art Em- 
broidery Linen Importers Asso- 
ciation. His business had been at 
1 West Thirty-seventh Street 1 
recently. - • • • "• • ' ► 

Earned Nickname 

Another group throujgh Mr. 
Kohlberg worked was called the* 
American China Policy Associa-^ 
'tion, of which he was chairman- 
and through, which he perSa&ps 
earned the nickname of "headi 
of the China lobby/' . ' * 

Paradoxically, Mr. Kohlberg; 
in 1956 had difficulty in import*) 
Ing more than 600,000 Chinesei 
worth $90 h 000,j 
because the Treasury Depart-, 
ment feared they had been, made: 
in Red. China and denied him a* 
permit: He insisted, they: were; 
niade in Hon^r Kong. 
: He was- born in San Francisco 
an^ graduated from the Univer- 
sity oif Californja . m 190S + He 
spent k great 'part of the years 
bet^eerr 1*916 and 1955 travel- 
ing -between this country and 
China;; in^eormection with his 
busines^wferests/ ■ ' : : > 
Mr, K.qhlberg leaves his wife; 
frlrs, IdaVJolle^Rohlberg; two 
sons, pr.^^awr^nce^Kohlb^rg 
an d' ' A tyreyOr,^ two. ^daugl^ers, \ 
MrX^^rjoiTel^bgers and^Mra. \ 
RobertJErench; a "lister; Sirs, i 
Alice^Gebail?,. and eight grand-- 
chiIdre^ mrJt ™/5^ t frj.w-eT/ 

There wUL be-ar furierar^rv- 
ice for Mr, Kohlberg ay the 
Campbell Funeral Church; Madi- 
son Avenue and Eighty-first 
Street, at ll;3^Ac~Jfc£n Sun- 
day. - v - 



join him in band kerchief s ; 
R> of Red " 





MR. MOHR: 




George Sokolsky informed me 4-11-60 that 
AlfredTftohlberg, who died Friday, 4-8-60, and who was buried 
Sunday , 4*10-60, left considerable money and that his work 
would be continued by his widow. 

Sokolsky" sfated th^Kohlberg had kept a number 
of organizations alive over the years. These organizations^ 
c l^f ly jexist^ communism. There 

will be a meeting next Monday, 4^18-60, of ail Wgaiiizations he 
has supported. Sokolsky will attend the meeting and make 
recommendations as to the continuance of funds for these organizations 
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^4, Tolson 
Mr i Mohr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 

Mr* McGuire 
Mr, Rosen _ 
Mr* Tamm _ 



Mr* Trotter . . 

Mr* W, C- Sullivan 
Tele* Room 
Mr, Ingram '\ 





C. D. DE LOACH 



(2) 




/ 




S9 



Ail INFORMmorT^NTAfelED 
i-UiFJiN IS ilHCLASSlFiED 



s ® APR 21 





REt>sKOHLBERG MEMORIAL FUND 



to fl^p his memory and spirit o/iVe as a symbol 
and guidance for those that follow. 
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Honorary Chairman 
♦Herbert Hoover 
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Secretary 
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Roam 70S • 1790 Broadway • New York -19, N.Y. 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington 25, D. C. 



Mr. Trotter.. 



Affiliates: 

American Bureau For MedicllWrtoW£$hltiBfi*n 



American-Asian Educational 

May 13, 1960 
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Miss Gaudy- 



Dear Mr. Hoover: 
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All 

and 



too- 



When Alfreds gg^lberg died, a great American left the scene . 
often, such : ^iir^^qraickly forgotten by all but their enemies 
Alfred Kohlberg had many enemies. His contribution to the last decades 
was always personal, but it had massive ramifications. He was a man who 
served as a catalyst - who started things which were carried on by forces 
that were powerful enough to achieve necessary action in time of national 
crisis. His life and work is a symbol of America - of the role the citi- 
zen can play in shaping and sustaining the destiny of the nation. 

It is to maintain this symbol as a living and vibrant force that we 
have created the Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Fund. The Fund has been estab- 
lished to give Alfred Kohlberg 1 s friends and, indeed, all Americans the 
opportunity to add their contribution to carry on his work. The two 
affiliated agencies of our Fund epitomize the wide scope of Alfred 
Kohlberg* s interests. The American Bureau For Medical Aid To China, an 
organization in which he was long active, extends the hand of friendship 
and solidarity from the United States to the people of Free China through 
dynamic medical and health programs. The American-Asian Educational 
Exchange is organized to bring the peoples of Asia and the United States 
closer together to strengthen the common ties that bind us together in 
the worldwide struggle against the aggressive forces of international/ 
J communism. The enclosed brochure will tell you a little more of thesfe y 
I organizations and their plans. / v ~ 



We earnestly believe that Alfred, modest as he was, would approve 
of this endeavor, not for his own sake but for the sake of the ideals to 
which he devoted his life. We hope you will see fit to join with other 
Americans throughout the country in making your most generous contribu- 
tion to this undertaking. By doing so, you will help to continue Alfred 
Kohlberg* s work ancimake his memory a living force which can be used 
to|fiee't the problems of today and the future. It is up to all of us, 
his friends, to band together and do honor to one of otu^jpwp departed %f 
fighters. ncr. 16 



We look forward to yoSr support. 
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ALFRED KOHLBERG 
MEMORIAL FUND 

• • • to keep his memory and spirit 
alive as a symbol of 
encouragement and guidance 
for those that follow. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATEsL^^^_BY4e252^26^ 



ALFRED KOHLBERG 




by 

George E. Sokolsky 

A.LFRED KOHLBERG was an American 
merchant who traded with Nationalist China. 
His specialty was textiles. His business grew 
I to fair dimensions and he joined the Various 
organizations which concerned themselves 
with Far Eastern affairs. Among others he 
j joined the Institute of Pacific Relations and 
| found therein something which contradicted 
| his experience. He was not particularly inter- 
I ested in politics and his discoveries surprised 
\ him, for he had heretofore respected great 
names. 

j He thereupon set out to investigate the 

i Institute of Pacific Relations not knowing 
especially what he would find. This one event 
set off a whole series of Congressional investi- 
gations including those of the McCarran 
Committee and the McCarthy Committee. 
Kohlberg had stumbled on a truth, which 
; rarely happens to any of us. He found that 
many public organizations of the American 
people, private organizations with high-sound- 
ing names and headed by distinguished men, 
were infiltrated by Communists, on the ad- 
3 



ministrative level, who formed each organiza- 
tion's policies and determined its goals. 
Kohlberg took up the fight and never stopped 
until he died. 

Naturally Kohlberg was called many ugly 
names. These he accepted as labels of distinc- 
tion, but "the one that pleased him most was 
"China Lobby." He proclaimed himself to be 
the "China Lobby," and challenged all and 
sundry to investigate him. I do not know how 
many thousands of dollars of his own money 
Kohlberg spent advertising himself as the 
"China Lobby" and demanding an investiga- 
tion. A man of means and integrity he, of 
course, would not have accepted a cent from 
Chiang Kai-shek or Mao Tse-tung or anyone 
else to support his opinions. He was a man 
of strong convictions with enough cash on 
hand to back them up.. 

A merchant, not a scholar, he was without 
any interest in the sectarian attributes of the 
various anti-Communists. He was really not 
so much a doctrinaire anti-Communist as he 
was pro- American. He did not split the fine 
hairs of definitions; it was sufficient for him 
that he had witnessed what the Communists 
did to China and he did not want them to do 
the same to the United States. For Kohlberg, 
it was sufficient that he regarded the Com-" 
munists as indecent and profane. 

4 



A Jew, he organized the American Jewish 
League Against Communism. He insisted that 
he could not understand how a Jew could 
possibly be a Communist or sympathetic to 
Communism. He expected the entire Jewish 
people to rally to his organization. They did 
not. 

This disappointed Kohlberg but until, the 
moment he died, he continued to finance 
various organizations and groups in the battle 
against Soviet Russia. He must have spent a 
fortune of money; he gave of his health and 
even after he had had several coronary fail- 
ures, he kept his work going. He retired from 
his business but he never retired from the 
cause which he had made his. He was a little 
David fighting a world of Goliaths and he 
fought well. 

Where does the moral strength come from 
which transforms a merchant into a battling 
leader of men in a cause to which many de- 
vote their lives? Kohlberg reminded one of 
the prophets of old, the men who feared not 
the mighty, who rejected power, "who never 
considered themselves. No great orator, no 
powerful writer, no organizer of movements, 
a man with a delightful sense of humor, whose 
wit led him into many arid fields, Kohlberg, 
with a profound! sense of justice, developed an 
enormous and significant following of men 
and women, some publicly important in their 
5 



own right, who turned to him for counsel and 
advice. 

And it is one of those peculiarities of life 
that many who hated him as a fanatic who 
destroyed their short-cuts to the truth, in his 
last years recognized the intuitive patriotism 
of Kohlberg. He knew no divided loyalties. 
The United States was his country; he re- 
jected affinity for any other. If he labored for 
Nationalist Cnina, it was because he believed 
that was best for the United States. 

And now Alfred Kohlberg is dead. He will 
no more trouble bureaucrats with his investi- 
gations or his wit. He, who burst the blubber 
of many puffed up officials, is no more to 
plague them. But what Kohlberg started will 
never die. It caught the fancy of many young- 
er men and women that truth is not a fallacy 
and courage is not a sin. t 

ALFRED KOHLBERG 
MEMORIAL FUND 

Immediately after his death on April 7, 
1960, numerous friends of Alfred Kohlberg 
spontaneously urged that a fitting memorial 
be created: in his honor. Their suggestions 
were inspired in part by a natural desire to 
pay tribute to his memory. But they were 
motivated far more by a common resolve that 
the important work he had done and had sup- 
ported during his lifetime must not cease with 
his death. Rather, this work must be under- 
6 



taken and carried forward by the united 
efforts of the countless people throughout the 
world who had known and loved him, and 
who had admired and stood by him in his 
unyielding fight for a free America and a free 
China. 

On April 14, 1960, the Executive Committee 
of the American Bureau For Medical Aid To 
China (ABMAC) voted unanimously to under- 
take the creation of a suitable Alfred Kohlberg 
Memorial. About this same time, leaders of 
the American-Asian Educational Exchange 
(AAEE) reached a similar decision. Mrs. 
Kohlberg and other members of the immediate 
family also expressed their keen interest in 
such an undertaking. A broadly representative 
Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Committee was 
formed, with Herbert Hoover as Honorary 
Chairman, George E. Sokolsky as Chairman, 
George E. Armstrong and Karl A. Wittfogel 
as Vice Chairmen, Frederick G. Reinicke as 
Treasurer, and B. A. Garside as Secretary. 

This Memorial Committee has formulated 
plans for building up an Alfred Kohlberg 
Memorial Fund of $300,000 which will be 
administered by ABMAC and the AAEE, and 
which, the Committee hopes, will be sufficient 
to carry forward for twenty years some of the 
same types, of activities he generously sup- 
ported over the past two decades. 

It is the hope of the Memorial Committee 
that the Fund will produce sufficient results to 
enable ABMAC to carry forward the following 
activities : 

1. Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Awards. These 
would be awarded in Free China annually to 
the Chinese man or woman selected by an im- 
partial committee as having been the most 

7, 



outstanding both in his or her contribution to 
the health and welfare of the people of Free 
China and also in his or her spirit of dedica- 
tion and personal sacrifice. 

2. Alfred Kohlberg Maternity Program. This 
would continue Mr. Kohlberg's long-time in- 
terest in and support of urgently needed 
facilities in Free China for providing modern 
care for new mothers and their babies. 

3. Alfred Kohlberg Exchange Professorship. 
This would make it possible to send to Free 
China each year an outstanding American 
medical specialist who would spend up to a 
year there in teaching, demonstration, or re- 
search in his or her special field of medicine, 
nursing, or public health; and at the same 
time to bring to America a Fre'e Chinese medi- 
cal specialist who would carry on similar work 
here. 

4. Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Building. Sev- 
eral of the institutions in Free China which 
ABMAC has long assisted are in urgent need 
of additional buildings for class-rooms, lab- 
oratories, dormitories, and faculty residences. 
It is hoped to meet some of the most pressing 
of these needs with a suitable Alfred Kohlberg 
Memorial Building. 

It is likewise the hope of the Memorial 
Committee that the Fund will produce suffi- 
cient results to permit the American-Asian 
Educational Exchange to carry forward for 
some years at least the important activities of 
that organization to which Alfred Kohlberg 
has given substantial support up to this time. 

The AAEE plans to institute in America the 
Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Studies which will 
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be devoted to the study, writing, and publica- 
tion of books and articles dealing with the 
nature and significance of the struggle going 
on both in Free China and in America against 
aggressive totalitarianism. It will commission 
scholars to prepare specific papers on various 
phases of this struggle, and will seek the pub- 
lication of these papers in appropriate journals 
and periodicals. Annually the most significant 
papers of the year will be published in book 
form. The organization also proposes to en- 

* gage a competent editor-researcher to prepare 
and publish a study of major developments 
and policies in the United States and China 

* since the end of World War II as revealed in 
the letters and papers of Alfred Kohlberg. The 
AAEE hopes that the Fund will finance these 
and other plans for the Alfred Kohlberg 
Memorial Studies. 

The extent to which the Memorial Fund, the 
AAEE, and ABMAC can succeed in carrying 
forward Alfred Kohlberg's services to America 
and to. China will depend entirely upon the 
response received from his friends and sup- 
porters throughout the world. The Committee 
hopes that many thousand individuals will 
contribute to this Memorial Fund with a gen- 
erosity equal to that with which Alfred Kohl- 
berg always responded whenever his ►help was 
needed. It hopes, too, that corporations and 
foundations which have shown an interest in 
these activities will continue their support 
through the Memorial Fund. Contributions 
^ may be sent to the Alfred Kohlberg Memorial 

Fund, Room 705, 1790 Broadway, New 
York 19, N. Y. They may also be sent directly 
to ABMAC or to the AAEE designated for the 
Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Fund. All contri- 
butions sent in any of these ways will receive 
full privileges of income tax deductibility. 
9 
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Mr. George E. Sokolsky, Chairman 
Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Fund 
Room 705, 1790 Broadway 
New York 19, Mew York 



Mr. George E. Sokolsky, Chairman 
Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Fund 
Room 705, 1790 Broadway 
New York 1 9, New York 



I am happy to enclose my contribution of $.... to keep Alfred 

Kohlberg's memory and spirit alive as a symbol of encouragement and 
guidance for those that follow. 



NAME 

ADDRESS. 



(please print) 



CITY. 



ZONE STATE.. 

Alf contributions deductible from taxable income 
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Mr. George E. Sokolsky, chairman of the captioned 
Eaind, has addressed a letter to the Director dated May 13, 1960, 
which appealed for support and funds for the organization, 
Mr. Sokolsky told Assistant Director DeLoach previously that this 
is a form letter which was accompanied by enclosures describing 
the purpose of the Fund and an envelope for use in mailing a 
contribution to it. £^ $ 

Witlifflf^pect t#ft^lbe rg, beginning in 1944, he 
carried on an active campaigL^e-t5USt s tR^ of the American 

Council of the Institute of Pacific Relations on charges that the 
organization followed a pro-communist line. His allegations were 
rejected by the organization's membership in 1947. Thereafter, 
Kohlberg reportedly founded the American China Policy Association, 
which gave extensive circularization to so-called "open 1 letters " 
which were strongly critical of the United States Government's foreign 
policy in China. He was a vigorous supporter of the Chinese Nation- 
alist Government and was publicly associated with the so-called 
T, China Lobby, " a group of Chinese who actively promoted the | 
interests of that government. Kohlberg 1 s activities were investigate 



by a House Committee on Lobbying activities. 
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Memo to Mr. DeLoach 

Re: Alfred Kohlberg Memorial Fund 
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Since Kohlberg was a very controversial figure and 
the present correspondence is a form letter requesting money, it 
is felt no acknowledgment should be made. 



RECOMMENDATION; 

That the attached letter not be acknowledged. 







